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Current Topics. 


The Report of the Land Transfer Commission. 

THE Fina Report of the Royal Commission on the Land 
Transfer Acts was signed on Thursday, the 19th inst., and will be 
issued at an early date. It will be remembered than an 
interim report was published shortly after the evidence on behalf 
of the Land Registry had been taken, with an appendix con- 
taining the minutes of that evidence. The remainder of the 
evidence, with the appendices, will be issued as soon as possible 
after the report. 


The Issue of the Report. 

ALTHOUGH MORE than a week bas elapsed since the signature 
of the report, there was no intelligence up to Friday as to the 
date of its issue, though we learn on good authority that it will 
not be many days hence. It ig suggested that, as when Parlia- 
ment has been dissolved no papers can be laid on the table 
till the new Parliament assembles, this may perhaps aceount 
for some delay. As to the contents of the report no trustworthy 
information is obtainable, 


The Work of the Land Transfer Commission. 

THE Roya ComMIssION on Land Transfer was constituted in or 
about July, 1908, and has sat with diligence during the greater part 
of the two and a-half years which have since elapsed. Considering 
the importance of the questions to be decided, and the number of 
witnesses to be examined, the period occupied can hardly be 
considered excessive; and whatever may be the result of the 
deliberations of the Commission, no one can complain that the 
evidence given was not carefully sifted. The evidence of Sir 
C. F. BricKDALg, which was published at an early stage of the 
proceedings, was in part given in reply to strings of questions 
put by the members of the Commission who were familiar with 
conveyancing, and we believe it will be found, when the subsequent 
evidence appears in print, that these members were not less 
diligent in their investigations and inquiries. To some of them 
in particular the profession is greatly indebted. There have 
been two very serious losses among the Commissioners. Sir 
C. M. Warmincron, K.C., who was ideally fitted for his post by 
reason of his technical a his strong good sense and 
clear judgment, and his freedom from outside engagements, died 
at a somewhat early period of the sittings ; and there followed the 
lamented death of Mr. PENNINGTON, the only representative of 
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solicitors. It was regretted that no solicitor was appointed in 
his place, but probably technical reasons existed to prevent the 
appointment of a new member at that advanced period of the 
deliberations. The terms of reference to the Commission 
appeared to contemplate only an inquiry into the working of the 
Land Transfer Acts, and as to whether any amendments were 
desirable, not the question of the continuance or extension of 


the system ; but even if the Commission were to adhere to these | 


lines, there would seem to be room for a sufficient indication of 
the view of the Commissioners as to whether the system was fitted 
for extension throughout the country. 


Warranty of Authority by Solicitors. 

A point of great importance to solicitors came before Mr. 
Justice DARLING last Tuesday in the case of Simmonds v. Liberal 
Opinion (Times, January 21st). The solicitor for the defendant 
had taken all proceedings on behalf of his client in the beli ef 
that “Liberal Opinion” was a corporate entity—namely, a 
friendly society duly registered under the appropriate statutes. 
At the trial it appeared that this was not the case, and that the 
persons who composed the society had not complied with the 
formalities which are a condition precedent to registration. 
His lordship was asked by the plaintiff’s counsel to make an 
order that the solicitor for the defence should pay in person all 
the costs incurred by the plaintiff ; the ground suggested for this 
order was that he had warranted the existence of a client who 
in fact was non-existent. It was contended that the present 
case was analogous to the well-known case of Collen v. Wright 
(1857, 8 E. & B. 647), where an estate agent, who had contracted 
on behalf of a principal who had not authorized him to do so, 
was held liable in damages for breach of warranty of authority. 
Last year, in the case of Yonge v. Toynbee (1910, 1 K. B. 215), 
the Court of Appeal extended that doctrine to the case of a 
solicitor who had quite innocently defended an action on behalf 
of a client who turned out to be a lunatic, and therefore unable 
to deliver a retainer. Mr. Justice DARLING was asked to push 
the doctrine a stage further, and to penalize in costs a solicitor 
who had acted for perfectly competent clients but had innocently 
alleged that he was appearing for a corporate entity when in 
fact he was appearing for a collection of individual persons. 
His lordship held that such an extreme application of a very 
refined and subtle legal fiction was not justified in principle or 
by the authorities, and declined to make the desired order. 


Restraint on Practising as Solicitor. 


WE HAD occasion recently (ante, p. 119), to comment on the case | 
of I ood bridge ad Sons Vv. Be llamy (reported ante, p- 126 iP in which the 


court enforced an agreement by a solicitor not to practise within a 


given area. The covenant there was not to carry on the pro. | 
| 


fession of a solicitor, directly or indirectly, within the area, 
and the breach complained of was that the defendant had done 


business for a former client of the plaintiffs residing within | 


the prohibited area, though the business was transacted at the 
defendant's office outside the area. Eve, J., was of opinion 
that there had been a breach of the agreement and granted an 
injunction. The Court of Appeal have now (anie, p. 204), 
reversed that decision and have expressed a very emphatic 
opinion that there was no breach. ) 
said : “I ask myself what is the meaning of a covenant by a 
solicitor that he will not within a given radius carry on the 
business of a solicitor. Is it possible to say that a solicitor 
carries on business as a solicitor in every place to which on 
behalf of a client he writes a letter making a demand upon 
someone? It seems to me that that proposition is too out- 
rageous to require examination.” That proposition, however, 
was very clearly stated as being the law by BuckLey, J., in 
Edmundson v. Render (1905, 2 Ch. 320), where he says: “ He has 
addressed to the person within the area a demand on behalf of 
his client. He has acted as a solicitor within the district.” 
We should have thought that that was precisely in point, but 
we have it on the best authority —namely, Bucktey, L.J., 
himself—that it has no bearing on the present case. Nevertheless, 
we are inclined to prefer the opinion of Bucktey, J., to the 
opinion of Bucktey, L.J., and we think most solicitors will 
prefer the decision of Eve, J., to that of the Court of Appeal. 


But, be that as it may, the result of the decision is to raise 
considerable doubt as to the effectiveness of the usual covenant, 
|The Master of the Rolls said that a solicitor wishing to impose 
‘a restriction not to do business for any client living within a 
given area must use precise language, and he doubted whether 
‘such a restriction would be reasonable. It is obvious, therefore, 
that in future such covenants will require very careful framing. 


The “ Warned List.”’ 

MUCH ADVERSE criticitm on the part of both branches of 
the legal profession has been very naturally aroused by the 
| new departure in High Court procedure which we printed in 
our last issue—namely, the regulation as to the “ Warned List ” 
which comes into operation on the 2nd of February, and which 
applies to every court in the King’s Bench Division, except the 
Divisional and Commercial Courts. The practical effect of this 
new rule is to impose a heavy burden upon all solicitors who 
have a case in any of the courts to which it applies. In future, 
such solicitors will have to watch for the appearance of a 
three-days’ list containing the name of their case ; and on the 
very day on which that list appears, they or their clerks—what- 
ever their previous engagements may be—will have to arrive at 
the Law Courts that same day at some hour before the luncheon 
interval, and there give to an Associate a great variety of 
miscellaneous information concerning their case. Each side wil 
have to disclose the number of witnesses they propose to call, 
and to give also any information which may help the Associate 
to discover how long the case is likely to last. It is not quite 
clear from fhe wording of the rule whether the heavy penal- 
ties—namely, serious postponement of trial—which it imposes 
for any failure to give the desired information in the desired 
way at the desired time are to fall even though the plaintiffs 
solicitor, let us say, has attended punctually while the defendant's 
solicitor has omitted todoso. If they doso fall in such a case, it is 
obvious that a new instrument for creating delay has been placed in 
the hands of defendants. Again, it is not at all clear what limits 
will be placed in the power of the Associate to demand “ informa- 
tion.” Is that gentleman to be permitted to inquire the name 
of counsel engaged, so that he may decide, from experience and 
reputation, the length of time they are likely to occupy with 
their speeches? Is he to be entitled to see the instructions 
given to counsel as to the actual conduct of his case—e.g., bidding 
him “ride for a fall,” or “seek a favourable opportunity for 
settling,” or “take up as much time as he properly can "—to 
mention only a few of the hints which counsel may receive in 
bis instructions? It is obvious that different officials will 
interpret in very different ways the new powers thus vested in 
them, and their decision will be without any appeal whatsoever. 
The object of the new rule is, of course, an excellent one, with 
| which everyone will sympathize ; it is intended to save expense 
| by adjusting more accurately than otherwise is possible the 
number of cases in each daily list to the actual number likely to 
be tried. A better adjustment will, of course, save much 
| unnecessary attendance on the part of witnesses, clients, solicitors, 
|and counsel. But the method chosen is surely quite dispro- 
| portioned to the result likely to be achieved. It is like using 4 
Nasmyth steam-hammer to crash a fly. 





The Master of the Rolls | 


| The Objections to the New Regulations. 


Ir 1s obvious that the length of cases is a very speculative 
| matter, and that information given before the event is just as 
| likely to mislead as to assist the court. Our own experience 1s 
that when counsel thinks his case likely to last a day, it often 
crumples up in half-an hour, and that when he tells the court “it 
is a very short case,” something usually crops up which makes it 
last a couple of days. We see no reason to suppose that Associates 
supplied with the same information which counsel possess when 
they hazard an opinion as to the probable length of their case 
will come to any better conclusion. Surely a careful survey of 
the pleadings ought to assist an experienced Associate quite a8 
much as the additional information now desired in arriving 
at a rough estimate of the time likely to be consumed by 
the hearing of the issues which they disclose ? Again, in addition 
(to the negative objection which we have just outlined, there 
| are three positive objections to the new rule which seem to us 
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weight. First, there is the enormous trouble which it 
seeks to cast upon solicitors. Even the largest firms, as a rule, 
have not more than one partner or clerk who is fully conversant 
with any one case in the office. Obviously that clerk will have 
te attend the Associate on the named day. But on that very 
day he may be wanted, in a county court or elsewhere, upon 
other business in which he likewise is alone fully versed. The 
result will be, either that he must attend to the serious detriment 
of other business, or that a substitute will have to be sent who 
will be unable to answer the questions of the Associate, or that 
the sanction which the rule exacts in the case of default will have 
to be submitted to. Secondly, the new rule is, to say the least 
of it, very inquisitorial. It subjects solicitors to interrogatories 
about their case which, rightly or wrongly, most solicitors are 
reluctant to disclose even to the court. It certainly seems a 
pity that, just when the courts are beginning to protect citizens 
against the inquisitorial methods of modern bureaucracy, their 
own officials should imitate the machinery of Form IV. Lastly, 
the dignity of the solicitor is not sufficiently regarded by the 
new rule. When a man is subjected in a public office to a 
lengthy cross-examination about his affairs, he feels aggrieved. 
There is a certain indignity about the position which no amount 
of tact and courtesy on the part of officials can wholly remove. 
If the new procedure is really necessary, we would suggest that 
a form setting out certain stereotyped questions should be issued, 
and that each solicitor should be required to fill it up and return 
it on the named day. Such a device would achieve all the | 
results aimed at by the new rule, while avoiding the offence | 
which it must necessarily give. 


The Deceased Wife’s Sister's Act. 
A. casé of first impression under the Deceased Wife’s Sister's 
Act, 1907, is reported in the Times of January 25th-—Re Whit- | 
field, Hill v. Mathie. This was an originating summons before 
PaRKER, J., in which the question was raised whether income, | 
_ to a widow during widowhood, ceases to be payable to | 
er on her invalid second marriage being retrospectively validated | 
by the Act of 1907. The testator died in 1902, leaving an in- | 
come to his wife during widowhood, and on her death or second | 
marriage to his children. He left one child, and in 1904 the} 
widow married the surviving husband of her deceased sister. | 
This marriage, being then invalid, did not affect her right to the | 
income, But on the passing of the Act of 1907 the trustees 
ceased to pay the income to the lady, on the ground that she | 
was no longer a widow and had married again. It was con- | 
tended for the lady that her right tothe income was safeguarded | 
by section 2 of the Act of 1907; on behalf of the child of the | 
first marriage it was urged that the Act only preserved | 
the proprietary rights of persons other than those whose | 
union was validated. The words of section 2 are: “ No right, 
title, estate or interest... in, to, or in respect of any 
dignity, title of honour, or property . . . shall be prejudicially 
affected . . . by reason of any marriage . . . being made valid 
by this Act.” Parker, J., held that by this enactment the 
Legislature meant to say: “Though we are rendering valid 
as a civil contract a previous marriage which was not valid at the 
time of its being entered into, we do not intend to interfere with 
any rights of property depending on the marriage not being 
valid. Those are to remain unaffected ; but as a civil contract 
it is to be deemed to remain valid.” The argument that the 
section only applied to the proprietary rights of third persons did 
not prevail, and it was held that the lady was entitled to keep 
her income and enjoy it for the future, notwithstanding the 
express limitation in her first husband’s will that it should go 
over on her second marriage. With great deference to the learned 
udge, we venture to think that this is hardly the result that could 

ve been intended to be effected by the saving clause of the 
Act, for it places those who deliberately contract an invalid 
marriage in a better position than if their marriage had been 
valid in its inception. 








Is the Word ‘‘ Bloody ” Indecent ? 

REALLY, SOME constables and some benches of magistrates | 
would appear to live in a detached wor!d of their own, where | 
the common language of normal men never by any chance | 


manages to penetrate. At least that is the only way in which 
we can explain some recent vagaries of the police force and 
the magistracy. Not long ago a West Country bench con- 
victed and fined a gentleman who bad been run over by a 
motor-car with the result that his collar-bone was broken, and 
who relieved his feelings by the exclamation, “1 don’t want 
the damned doctor!” This use of everyday, if improper, language 
appeared to the worthy justices either “obscene” or “ en P 
or “ indecent.” And now in the recent case of Russon v. Sutton 
(Times, January 21st), another bench appear to have considered 
the word “bloody” indecent. A publican, irritated by the con- 
duct of two constables who came into his bar and there charged 
him with an offence of which the Divisional Court in due course 
assoilzied him, told them that they were too “ bloody” keen. He 
was summoned for offending against a local bye-law which forbade 
(inter alia) the use of “ profane, obscene, and indecent ” language 
in any public place. He was duly convicted and fined, but the 
Divisional Court has just upset the conviction on the ground that 
a public-house is not a public place within the meaning of the 
bye-law. The justices had apparently followed mistakenly a 
previous case in which a man had been held rightly convicted of 
an offence against a bye-law which forbade the use of bad lan- 
guage within a house in sucha way as to be heard in the street : 
Montle v. Jordan (1897, 1 Q. B. 248). As Lord ALVERSTONE 
pointed out, however, the essence of the offence in that case was 
that the language, though used in a private house, was heard in 
the street, which is unquestionably a public place. Had the 
language been confined to the house in which it was uttered no 
offence would have been committed. As regards the alleged 
indecency of the word “ bloody,” the Divisional Court made no 


| pronouncement, but most people will decline to regard the word 


as either profane or obscene or indecent. It is well-known to be 
a popular contraction of a medieval phrase, “ By Our Lady,” 
which is repeatedly used by the most respectable characters in 
the historical romances of Sir WALTER Scott. But we must 
not be unduly critical of that detachment of mind which pre- 
vents some judicial personages from understanding the homely 
vocabulary of ordinary mortals. We need hardly remind our 
readers of the story of a learned Chancery judge on circuit 
who attached vast importance to a prisoners remark about 
“that bloody waistcoat.” 


Sale in Market Overt. 

THE JUDGMENT of ScruTTON, J., in Clayton v. Leroy et Fils 
(Times, 25th inst.) is an interesting addition to the authorities on 
sales in market overt. The law applicable to such sales is an 
infringement of the rule of the common law that a vendor can- 
not confer upon the purchaser a better title than he himself bas, 
and in general it applies only to markets properly so called. 
The market to be a market overt must be an “open, public, and 
legally constituted” one: Lee v. Bayes (18 C. B., p. 601). But 
by the custom of the City of London the same principle extends to 
shops, provided that the shop is an open shop ard that the 

oods are such as are usually dealt in there: The Case of Market 
Overt (5 Co. Rep. 83a). The former requirement excludes cases 
where the sale is in a part of the shop to which the public do not 
have access, and this was the ground of the judgment of WILLs, 
J., in Hargreave v. Spink (1892, 1 Q. B, 25). There jewellery to 
which the vendor was not entitled was purchased by the 
defendants, who were silversmiths and jewellers, on their 
premises ; but the purchase was made in a showroom on the first 
floor to which customers only went by special permission, 
and not in the shop on the ground floor. Hence there 
was no sale in an open shop, and the defendants did not 
obtain a title. It was unnecessary to decide whether the excep- 
tion applied to a purchase by the shopkeeper as well as to a 
purchase from him. In Lyons v. De Pass (11 A. & E. 326) it 
was assumed without discussion that it did, but in Hargreave 
v. Spink (supra) Witts, J., doubted this extension of the 
rule. In the present case of Clayton v. Leroy et Fils the 
question was whether an auctioncer’s room in the City of London, 
where it was customary to sell unredeemed pledges by auction, 
was a “shop” so as to give purchasers the benefit of the custom, 
and the ‘earned judge held that it was not. It certainly is not 
a shop in the ordinary sense, and he did not feel called upon to 
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strain the meaning of the word so as to make the custom apply. especially the law of the Constitution, in such a manner as to 
This is in accordance with the view taken by WILLS, J., in| furnish precedents to the inferior courts in future litigation and 
the previous case. “The custom of London relied upon is in) to the executive officers in the construction of statutes and in 
derogation of the common law, and therefore those who rely | the performance of their duties. Questions on the construction 
upon it have to make it out.” The rule as to sale in market | of particular contracts, and matters which have no general 
overt is incorporated in section 22 of the Sale of Goods Act, | application or importance, are a clog and burden to the court 
1893, though under section 24 stolen goods revest in thie | and seriously interfere with the performance of its higher duties, 
owner on conviction of the thief notwithstanding any such sale. | The arrears of business in the Supreme Court have been largely 
Bnt whatever justification there may be for it in real markets, | increased by the illness of one or two of its members, and it is 
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it may be questioned whether its extension to shops in the City | hoped that with the assistance of Congress some effort may be 
of London ought to be retained. made for the reduction of the heavy list of appeals. 


Revocation of Life Interests by Codicil. 

WHEN A testator makes a disposition in favour of a child for 
life, with remainder to his issue, and by a codicil revokes benefits 
given to the child, it is a question of some difficulty whether the 
revocation is confined to the life interest, or extends to the 
interests of the issue. I[t is natural to attempt to save the latter 
interests, unless it is clear that they are intended to be revoked, 
and Eve, J., held in the recent case of Re McEacharn (ante, p. 
204) that they were not included in the revocation. The matter, 








of course, must depend in each case upon the words of the par- 
ticular will, subject to the general principle that where there is 
a plain gift by will, the person who alleges that the gift is 
revoked must shew a plain revocation by codicil. Words 
revoking a gift “in favour of” a son may refer to all the 
limitations affecting the gift if it is originally made to the son, 
and the gift is followed by directions as to the manner in which 
it is to be enjoyed by him and his issue : see Re Whitehorne (1906, 
2 Ch. 121); but where the gifts to the son and to his issue are 
independent, there is no such reason for making the revocation 
extend to the gift to the issue. The construction is assisted 
where the codicil recites only the life interest given to the 
son by the will, since the revocation can readily be restricted by 
reference to the recital. This occurred in Alt v. Gregory (8 
De G. M. & G. 221), where the testator stopped in his recital 
with the gift to the son. Had he meant, said Turner, L.J., to 
alter the disposition in favour of his grandchildren, he would | 
have recited that disposition. In [e Whitchorne (supra) the gift 
in the will was to the son for life, and then to his children equally. 
The codicil recited that the testator had reasons for dissatisfac- 
tion with his son, and revoked every bequest “to or for the 
benefit of the son.” It was obvious that the recital only sug- 
gested a reason for revoking the gift so far as it affected the son 
personally, and Buck ey, J., held that the actual revocation 
should be restricted accordingly. In the present case of Re 
McEacharn the testator by his will gave property upon trust for 
his three children in equal shares, with a direction for settlement 
on them and their issue. By a codicil he directed that one child, 
a daughter, should receive no benefit under his will. These 
words pointed to personal benefit, and although the gift in the will 





to the daughter was not independent of that to her issue, Eve, J., 
held that the revocation only affected her life interest. 


The Federal Laws of the United States. 


Mr. Tari, the American President, and an accomplished 
lawyer, made several recommendations in his annual Message to 
Congress for the improvement of the procedure of the Supreme 
Court of the United States and that of the Federal Courts. He 
observes that the equity procedure of the Supreme Court has 
practically remained unchanged since the organization of the 
court in 1789. Equity cases constitute the more important part 
of the business in the Federal Courts, and the,President is of 
opinion that the best mode of improving the procedure is by 
means of rules to be prepared by the Supreme Court. He points 
out that this was how the change was effected in England, and 
adds (what we are pleased to hear) that the simplicity and 
expedition of secodiane of the Englieh courts at the present | 
time are a model for the reform of other systems. No man, | 
says the President, ought to have as a matter of right a review | 








Gifts to “ Next of Kin.” 


POPULARLY, the expression “ next of kin” is often used as a 
synonym for “ persons entitled on intestacy,” and this was 
formerly held by the courts to be correct. However, the view 
that the persons entitled by virtue of the Statute of Distribu- 
tions upon an intestacy are correctly designated “next of kin” 
was finally exploded by a decision of the House of Lords in 
1843, and the distinction between the next of kin to a deceased 
person and those who are entitled to the personalty of the 
deceased upon his intestacy is now well settled. Consequently, 
a gift to one’s next of kin co nomine will not necessarily be a 
gift to those who would be entitled in the event of the donor 
dying intestate. And not only will the donees who are merely 
designated as “next of kin” differ from the persons who would 
take upon the donor’s intestacy, but these next of kin will not 
take the same interest in the property given or bequeathed as 
would be taken under the Statute of Distributions. 

The difference between these two classes of persons and the 
interests they respectively take is of great practical importance, 
and is usually illustrated in cases where the gift to the donor's 
“next of kin” is followed by a reference to his dying intestate 
or to the Statute of Distributions. A gift is often made to “ the 
persons who would be my next of kin if I had died intestate,” or 
“my next of kin entitled under the Statute of Distributions.” In 
both the cases the added words of reference—to intestacy and 
to the Statute of Distributions—are sufficient to make the gift 
one to the persons entitled by the statute and not a gift to the 
actual next of kin. 

The case of Withy v. Mangles, decided by the House of Lords 
in 1843 (10 Cl. & F. 215), finally settled the difference be- 
tween “ next of kin” and what are sometimes called “ statutory 
next of kin.” It was there argued that the expression 
“next of kin” had by usage acquired the meaning of “those 
who, as next of kin, were entitled to the succession to personalty.” 
But Losd CorrENuAM pointed out that the Statute of Distributions 
itself accurately preserves the distinction between next of kia 
and those to whom it directs distribution. “Next of kin,” in . 
fact, has not received such a legal signification with respect to 
personalty as to be tantamount to “ heir” with respect to realty. 
Thus, under a gift to ‘next of kin” simpliciter, neither widow, 
nor children of a deceased child, nor children of a deceased 
brother or sister would take, though all these persons would be 
entitled to share by virtue of the Statute of Distributions upon 
an intestacy. Where the gift is not to next of kin simpliciter, 
the reference to the Statute of Distributions may be either — 
or a and a mere reference to the intestacy of the donor 

Ji 


may be a sufficient reference to the statute. te (ray’s 
There 


Settlement as, 2 Ch. 802) is an instance in point. 
Consols had been settled in trust for the next of kin of the life 
tenant in case she died intestate. The latter words were held 
sufficient to make the gift one for the “statutory” next 
of kin, and accordingly children of deceased brothers and 


sisters were held entitled to share, and not merely 
living brothers and sisters—who, strictly speaking, were the 
only ‘‘next of kin” according to the rules of the civil law and 
apart from the Statute of Distributions. On the other hand, 


of his case by the Supreme Court. He should be satisfied by | in Withy v. Mangles (supra) the gift was to “next of kin” 
one hearing before a court of first instance and one review by a | simpliciter, and the father, mother, and child of the deceased 
court of appeal. The proper functions of the Supreme Court | were held equally entitled, to the exclusion of other persons 
of the United States are to expound the Federal laws, and more | who might have claimed under the Statute of Distribut‘ons. 
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The interest taken by the next of kin in the property also | the trustees during the whole of the material period, is still a 
differs from the interest taken by the persons entitled under the | trustee or is alive and willing to answer inquiries, probably his 
Statute of Distributions. Next of kin take in joint tenancy. reply must be taken as sufficient, for if his reply is correct A. 
Withy v. Mangles (supra) is also an authority for this proposi- | has received no notice, and any notice B. and C. or either of them 
tion. One of the persons there held to have taken, as being | have received has become inoperative: see Fe Phillip’s Trusts 
amongst the next of kin, died, and his interest was held to | (1903, 1 Ch. 183). 
have vested in the surviving next of kin. Persons entitled| During the infancy of the vendor his or her reversion may 








under the Statute of Distributions do not, however, take as 
joint tenants, and it is generally said that they take as tenants 
incommon. The exact nature of the interest taken was discussed 
in Bullock v. Downes (1860, 9 H. L. C. 1). Lord CAMPBELL said : 
“Tt is clearly not a joint tenancy, nor indeed is it, strictly speak- 
ing, a tenancy in common. It is enough to say that in 
case of the death of one of the class representation is admitted.” 
Lord BrouGHamM said: “I hesitate to say that I feel no doubt 
that they did take the inheritance as tenants in common, but it 
is sufficient to say that they did not take as joint tenants.” | 
Lord CRANWORTH pointed out that the method of distribution 

directed by the statute necessarily excluded joint tenancy. The 
important point is, of course, that where the interest is tek-n by | 
next of kin without reference to the statute, each member of | 





have been effectually dealt with—e.y., charged by the court with 
sums raised for his or her maintenance, or settled by the vendor 
under the statute or by settlement not repudiated, or even settled by 
the vendor’s husband {see Buckland v. Buckland, 1900, 2 Ch. 534)— 
so it isunsafe toassume that the reversion was notdealt with during 
the vendor's infancy. It is not likely, however, that a willing 
purchaser or mortgagee would let the transaction go off merely 
because of the absence of adequate protection against transactions 
effected during the vendor’s infancy. 

14. Is objection to be taken on the grownd that all or some of the 
trustees disclaim r+ sponsilnlity for znaccuracies— 

(a) In that part of their statement which relates to notice of incum- 
brances, dc. ? 

(b) In the trustees’ statement generally ? 


the class runs the risk of losing his interest in case of his death| (a) As trustees are not obliged to answer inquiries as to 


before severing the joint tenancy. In a recent case (fe Nightin- | 


gale, 1909, 1 Ch. 385), where there was a gift to next of kin to 
be ascertained by reference to the Statute of Distributions, 
Nevittr, J., held that the persons entitled took as tenants 


| notices (Low v. Bouveric, 1891, 3 Ch. 82) probably a purchaser must 
accept the disclaimer. In any case the trustees are not bound 
to do more than answer to the best of their actual knowledge 
| and belief—i.c., they are not bound to find out the facts by mak- 


in common. It was laid down as the ground of this decision | ing inquiries of the solicitors of the trust and so forth: see Low 
that the rule established by Puliock v. Downes (supra) is that, |v. Bouverie (1891, 3 Ch., at p. 100). The effect of the disclaimer 
where the objects of a gift are to be ascertained by reference | is to prevent the statement being used by way of estoppel on the 
to the Statute of Distribution, the sharesand manner in which | distribution of the trust fund, i.c., practically to take away from 
those objects take are also to be ascertained by reference to the | the statement all legal effect, but perhaps this is not in practice a 


statute. 

The possibility of a gift to next of kin simpliciter being con 
strued as a gift of property to be held in joint tenancy is 
frequently overlooked. Where it is desired to restrict the gift 
tothe next of kin in the limited sense it may occasionally be 
advisable to direct expressly that they are to take as tenants in 
eommon and not as joint tenants. 





Dealings with Reversions. 
IIT. 
(Concluded from page 202.) 
G@.—Tue TRUSTEE’S STATEMENT AND MATTERS OF 


COMPLETION. 


13. Is objection to be taken on the ground! that answers to inquerics 
as to notices cannot be obtained frem all or some of the persons who 
during «a material period were trustees ? 

(a) Where the fund is in court. 

(b) Where the fund is held by trustees of whom—— 

(i) None were trustees during the material period. 
(ii) One or more were trustees during the material period. 

Can the infancy of the vendor be excluded from the material 
period ? 

The point is that where a purchaser or mortgagee gives notice | 
to all the trustees in existence at the time of his assignment he 





very serious matter, as the remedy by estoppel on an unqualified 
| statement is lost by the trustee who gives the statement dying 
or retiring before the death of the tenant for life. 

Though the trustee’s statement (whether qualified or not) is 
not a complete protection against undisclosed incumbrances, the 
purchaser can refuse to complete if any one of the trustees 
refuses to answer inquiries : see in Fe /yatt(1892, 1 Ch., at p. 
206) and Ward v. Duncombe (1893, A. C., at p. 383). 

(5) This can properly be objected to by the purchaser. The 
trustees ought to state definitely what the trust funds are and 
on what trusts they hold them, whether the vendor has received 
any sum under the power of advancement, &c. Probably the 
trustee can disclaim responsibility for any inaccuracy in his state 
| ment as to notices received of appointments under and releases 
| of the special power of appointment. 

15. Does the purchaser require— 

(a) The trustees’ statement to be dated on the date of actual com- 
pletion ? ‘ 

(b) That the trustees’ statement be submitted to the solicitors of the 
trustees for their approval, and that such solicitors (and not the 
solicitors of the vendor) shall obtain the signature of the trustees and 
send the statement direct to the purchaser’s solicitors ? 

(c) Where the same solicitor acts for the trustees and for the vendor, 
are the solicitors to the purchaser themselves to obtain the signature of 
the trustees to the statement after it is approved on their behalf by 
their solicitor ? 

(a) Theoretically this is necessary, but in practice the state- 





takes priority over (1) a subsequent assignee who bas taken! ment is often dated several days before completion. This 
his assignment after the death or retirement of all those | involves the risk of some other mortgagee or purchaser giving 
trustees, and who gives notice of such assignment to the new | notice to the trustees after the date of the statement and before 
trustees before they receive notice of the prior assignment—see | completion. But it should be noted that even if the statement 
Re Wasdale (1899, 1 Ch. 163)—-and (2) a subsequent assignee | is dated on the day of completion, and notice is given at once to 
who obtains tbe first stop order after the subsequent transfer of | the trustees, the purchaser is postponed to a prior mortgagee, 
the fund into court: see Livesey v. Hariding (1856, 23 Beav. 141) | &c., who gives notice to the trustees on the same day as the 
and Re Marquis of Anglesey (1903, 2 Ch. 727, at p. 732). Assume | purchaser does: see Calisher v. Forbes (1871, L. R. 7 Ch. App. 
the testator died in 1880, the vendor attained twenty®one in 1890, | 109), Re Dallas (1904, 2 Ch. 385.) 

when A., B., and C. were trustees, and A., B., and C. retired in ()) As the solicitors to the trust usually know far more about 
1900, and the fund is now in court or in the bands of new trustees. | the affairs of the trust than the trustees do, it is highly desirable 
Obviously inquiries ought to be made of A., B., and C. ; but if they | that the solicitors should approve the statement, and see /orter 
are all dead, what is to be done? The tendency seems to be in the | v. Moore (1904, 2 Ch. 367). Purchasers sometimes refuse to 
direction of ignoring the difficulty, though insurance companies | complete at all unless the trustees are represented by solicitors 
sometimes take so serious view of the risk as to refuse to complete | who are acquainted with the trust and approve the statement ; 
unless a special insurance against the risk is effected. If A., one of | it is submitted that in most cases this isa proper attitude to take 
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up, for laymen are not apt to look at matters in the same way as 
lawyers do—e.y., it does not readily occur to laymen that funds 
settled by different documents on the same trusts anc with the 
same trustees do not form one trust fund. 

It is, of course, convenient that the solicitors of the trustees 
should take the responsibility of seeing that the statement is 
signed by their clients. 

(c) It is desirable that in such cases extra care should be taken 
to see that the statement is signed by the right persons and sent 
direct to the purchaser's solicitors, so as to prevent the trustees 
being personated by agents of the vendor and to prevent the 
statement being altered after signature. Several cases have 
occurred in recent years which indicate the need of these precau- 
tions. A general rule requiring the purchaser’s solicitors to 
adopt these precautions will save them the delicate and unpleasant 
task of explaining to the vendor's solicitor why the precautions 
are adopted in each particular case. 

165 ] t search i bankruptcy lo he made in all CASES against the 
vendor ? 

This search is sometimes made as a partial check on the 
trustees’ reply as to notices. But as there is no necessity to 
make any such search, some offices habitually refrain from 
searching in bankruptcy. The objection to the search is not so 
much the trouble and expense involved, as that the purchaser 
may thereby receive notice of some act of bankruptcy, or order 
in bankruptcy, which has not been notified to any of the trustees, 
aod which, but for the notice acquired by the search, would not 
affect the purchaser. 

17. To vhat rlenl are 
funds ? 

Instructions should be obtained in each case on completion. 
it is frequently too expensive to put distringas notices on all the 
funds. 

18. Jn cases whe 


©.2g., where the funds consist of land and mort jaqes— what precautions 


ed frindgas polt ts cannot he placed on the funds 
ave to he taken after completion to ensure that the purchaser obtains | 
ken wleda of chande hil the frustes ship wo investinents ? 

It may well happen that new trustees are appointed who 
receive no notice of the purchase and may distribute the fund 
as if no such purchase had taken place ; under these circumstances 
the trustees distributing cannot be made to make any payment 
to the purchaser. It seems desirable that inquiries should be 
made periodically, say once a year, of the solicitors of the trustees 
as to whether any change has taken place in the trustees or the 
trust Investments. 

19. Vay the solicitors in all cases incur the er pense of obtaining | 


(1) a copy of the trust instrument, and (2) a copy of every appointment 


under which the vendor claims title ? 

It is prudent to incur this expense, especially in the case of the | 
trust instrument. The clerk who examines the abstract cannot 
be expected always to appreciate the full bearing of all the | 
clauses not abstracted, and it sometimes happens that he misses | 
provisions of general application (v.g, clauses imposing restraints | 
on anticipation and authorizing tenants for life to appoint life | 
interests to their surviving husbands or wives) which are not in 
close proximity to the portions abstracted. 


Reviews. 
Lord Halsbury’s Laws of England. 


THe Laws or ENGLAND: BEING A CoMPLETE STATEMENT OF THE 
WuHote Law or ENctaND. By the Right Honourable the Karl 
of Hausspury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain 1885-86, 
1886-92, and 1895-1905, and other Lawyers. Vor. XIII.: Equrry, 
Estate AND Oruer Deatu Duties, Estorret, Evipence. Vot. 
XIV.: Execution, Execurors aNnp ADMINISTRATORS, EXPpLo- 
SIVES, EXTRADITION AND Fucitive Orrenpers, FactortEs AND 
Suops, Famity ARRANGEMENTS Ferrues, FisHertes, Butterwoth 
& Co. 

These two volumes of the “ Uaws of England” contain a series of 
articles several of which will be of special use to practitioners. In 
Vol. XILL the article on Estate and Other Death Duties has been con- 
tributed by Mr. A. W. Soward, of the Estate Duty Office, with the 
assistance of two other gentlemen of the same department. It con- | 
tains a lucid account of the present death duties—namely, estate | 


duty, settlement estate duty, legacy duty, and succession duty, with 
their incidence and mode of collection, a separate section being 
assigned to each ; and probate duty is considered to be still of suffi- 
cient importance for separate treatment, though the former account 
duty and temporary estate duty are properly relegated to the foot- 
notes. The note on property passing to the executor as such preserves 
for the curious the numerous cases in which the judges of the 
Chancery Division ranged themselves on opposing sides, though, of 
course, since the decision of the Court of Appeal in Re //adley (1909, 
| Ch. 20) the controversy has been dead. The article on Estoppel 
was contributed by the late Mr. Justice Walton, assisted by Mr. J. 
W. Mansfield and Mr. B. W. Devas. It contains a detailed state- 

ment of the various circumstances in which the doctrine of estoppel 
applies, and its completeness is attested by the references to the 
numerous cases of recent years in which the courts have had to con 

sider the effect of estoppel by negligence (p. 400), and the cases of 
older date on estoppel as between landlord and tenant (pp. 402-406). 
“ Evidence” is the work of Mr. Hume-Williams, K.C., assisted by 
six other gentlemen, and when the size of the current text-books is 
remembered, no wonder need be felt that a numerous band of collabor- 
ators was deemed necessary for the article. As a result the 
principles and practice as to relevant facts, the modes of proof, 
documentary and oral evidence, and evidence out of court have 
been carefully stated. The article on Equity required unity of 
treatment, jand notwithstanding the labour involved, has been 
undertaken by Mr. Lightwood alone. It is a thoroughly satisfactory 
treatise on its subject. In certain matters peculiar to equity, 
such as conversion, election, and_ satisfaction, it states 
in detail the rules which have been established. Others, 
such as equitable interests in property, are dealt with only in out- 
line so as to avoid overlapping other parts of the work. Equity 
has ceased to have a separate jurisdiction, but the Judicature 


distringas notices to be placed on the trust| Acts have not diminished its practical importance as a body of 


doctrine, and the article exhibits the position of equity both 
historically and as an element in existing law. 

Volume XIV. includes the important subjects of Execution, and 
Executors and Administrators. The article on Execution has been 
contributed by Mr. C. Johnston Edwards, assisted by Mr. 8. E. 
Pocock. After a section devoted to matters common to all modes 


| of execution, it deals with particular forms of execution, such as 


fi. fa. and elegit, and then explains analogous proceedings, including 


| attachment of debts and equitable execution. Notwithstanding the 


wide powers of the High Court under the Judicature Acts, the 
practice in equitable execution is still limited by the psetns of the 


| Court of Chancery, though the note which states the authorities 


on the point refers to the dissenting judgment of Moulton L.J., in 
Edwards & Co, v. Picard (1909, 2 K. B. 903). Mr. Jessel, K.C., with 
the assistance of Mr. W. L. Seligman, has contributed the article 


| on Executors and Administrators, and in a series of well-arranged 


sections the nature of these offices, the grant of probate and letters 
of administration, the interest of the representatives in the deceased’s 
property, and their duties, powers, and liability, are excellently 
explained. Attention may also be called to the articles on “ Family 
Arrangements” by Mr. Martelli, K.C., assisted by Mr. John 
Chadwick, and on “Fisheries” by Mr. H. Stuart Moore. Quite a 
separate matter from the contents of the articles is the compilation 
of the tables of cases and the indices, and altogether it is evident that 
there is indefatigable care on the part both of the editorial staff and 


the publishers before the volumes are finally issued. The under-. 


taking is a great one and is being carried through with all the speed 
consistent with the high quality of the work. 


Books of the Week. 


Legal Maxims.—A Selection of Legal Maxims, Classified 
and Illustrated. By Hersert Broom, LL.D. The Eighth Edition. 
By Joserpu Geratp Prasz, B.A., and Hersert CHirry, M.A. 
(Oxon.), Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Trusts and Trustees.—The Law of Trusts and Trustees. 
By Arrnur Rectnatp Rupawt and James WitttaMm Gres, LLB, 
B.A. (Lond.), Barristers-at-Law. Fourth Edition. Jordan & Sons 
(Limited), 

Digest.—Butterworths’ Yearly Digest of Reported Cases for the 
yerr 1910: being the Third Yearly Supplement of Butterworths’ 
Ten Years’ Digest, and containing the Cases Decided in the Supreme 
and other Courts, including a Copious Selection of Reported Cases, 
Vecided in the Irish and Scotch Courts, with Lists of Cases 
Digested, Overruled, Considered, &c., and of Statutes, Orders, Rules 
ke, referred to. Edited by Harry Crover, Barrister-at-Law. 
Butterworth & Co. 

Botany.—The Liverworts, British and Foreign. By the Right 
Hon. Sir Eowarp Fry, G.C.B., with the assistance of AcNnes Fry. 
Witherby & Co. 
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: ot cen : : - ‘ 
The “Law Quarterly Review. January, 1911. Edited by Sir | being, unlawfully, riotously and routously did make an assault, and 


Freperick Portock, Bart. D.C.L., L.LD. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

Bar Examinations.—Shearwood’s Bar Examination Ques- 
tions with Answers. Hilary Term, 1911. Sweet &. Maxwell 
(Limited). 

Criminal Appeal.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Reports of 
Cases in the Court of Criminal Appeal, November 28th, 29th, and 
December 5th, 6th, 7th, 1910. Edited by Herman Couen, Barrister- 


at-Law. Vol. VL, Part I. Stevens & Haynes. 


Points to be Noted. 
Conveyancing and Equity. 
Lease--Assignment—“ Respectable and Responsible Person.’ — 


| 
| 
| 
| 


It is often expressed in a lease that the lessor’s consent to an assign- | 


ment or an underlease shall not be withheld 1n respect of “a respect- 
able and responsible person.” For the purposes of such a provision, 
a corporation, such as a limited company, is a “person,” and may 
be a “respectable and responsible person.”—WILLMoTT v7. LonDOoN 
Roap Car Co. (Limtrep) (C.A., Oct. 13) (54 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, 
873 ; 1910, 2 Ch. 525). 

Trustee—Breach of Trust-—-Retention of Trust Money by 
Solicitor.—Section 17 (1) of the Trustee Act, 1893, empowers a 
trustee to authorize a solicitor to be his agent to receive, and give a 
discharge for, money receivable by the trustee under the trust, by 
permitting the solicitor to hold and produce a deed containing a 
receipt for the money. 


Sub-section 3 excludes from the benefit of | 





| 


the section a trustee who permits money to remain in the solicitor’s | 


hands longer than is reasonably necessary for payment to 
trustee. But this sub-section 3 applies only if the trustee knew, 
or ought to have known, of the receipt of the money.—Rer Suaeeparp, 
De Brimont v. Harvey (Parker, J., Oct. 18) (55 Soxicirors’ Jour- 
NAL, 13; 1911, 1 Ch. 50). 

Thellusson Act—Settled Leaseholds—Indemnity Fund —A trust 


to accumulate an indemnity fund, to cover dilapidations on lease- 


holds until the end of the term, is valid and does not come within | 


25) | 


the Thellusson Act.—Re Hurieatt (Warrington, J., Oct. 
(1910, 2 Ch. 553). 

Fraud on Power ofAppointment—Purchaser for Value—Legal 
Interest—-Carrying Fund to Separate Account-—A purchaser for 
value, with the legal estate and without notice, is not affected by the 
fact that his vendor tcok under a fraudulent exercise (which is void- 
able) of a common law power of appointment, or of a power opera- 
ting under the Statute of Uses. But if the vendor took under an 
sppointment (which is void) in fraud of an equitable power, not 
operating to pass a legal title, the purchaser without notice and for 
value is postponed to the holders of earlier equities. 

Further, the purchaser does not get any legal title from the fact 
that the appointed fund is carried over in an administration action 
to his separate account, subject to a life interest.—CLoUTTE ». 
Storey (C.A., Nov. 17) (1911, 1 Ch. 18). 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. THOMAS O'BRIEN. 23rd Jan. 


CrrmimaL Law—RiotT—InpicrmMent FoR—CONVICTION ON, FOR COMMON 
ASSAULT. 

The appellant was convicted of common assault upon an indictment 
charging him with riot. It appeared, however, that the indictment con 
tained words apt to charge him with desault. 

Held, that the appellant could be convicted upon this indictment of 
a common assault. 

This was an appeal from a conviction for common assault. The facts 
and arguments of the case appear from the judgment of the Court 
(Lord Atverstone, C.J., and Hamiron and Avory, JJ.), which was 
delivered by 

Avory, J., as follows : 
at the Surrey Sessions of an assault upon the labour master in the 
Belmont Workhouse. He was convicted upon an indictment which 
charged that he and another prisoner, together with divers other evil- 
disposed persons to the number of ten and more, unlawfully, riotously 


and routously did assemble and gather together to disturb the peace of 


our said Lord the King, and, being so then and there assembled and 
gathered together in and upon one Percival Rylance, and in and upon 


the | 


| there unlawfully, 


| they could so convict him. 


them, the said Percival Rylance and William Ewart Swann, then and 
riotously and routously did beat, wound and ill-treat 
and commit other wrongs to the said Percival Rylance and William 
Ewart Swann, and then and there unlawfully, riotously and routously 
did, to the great disturbance and terror of the liege subjects of our Lord 
the King, then and there, being in contempt of our said Lord the King 
to the evil example of all others in the like case, offend- 
ing and against the peace, &c.’’ It will be noticed that this indictment 
contains ail the words—the technical allege a common 
assault, as if the indictment had especially alleged that offence. Ths 
chairman, in his summing-up, expressed some doubt as to whether 
the prisoner could properly be convicted of riot, but he told the jury 
that if they were satisfied the prisoner had committed a common assault 
Che jury did so. The point is now taken 

and has been very fully argued by the learned counsel for the appel- 
lant—that upon this indictment it was not competent to the jury to 
convict the appellant of common assault. And he has referred us to 
the case of R#. v. Heaps (2 Salk. 593, 1 Lord Raymond 484). We are 
all of opinion that that case is no authority for the proposition of the 
was a case where two men had been convicted of 
riot, and the court there held—as we should, no doubt, hold to-day— 
that a riot must be committed by at least three persons. It cannot be 
committed by two persons; that was the only matter decided in that 
We think that the principle to be followed here is that stated 


and his laws, 


words—to 


learned counsel. It 


case. 
in the note at page 228 of Archbold’s Criminal Pleading, 24th ed. : 
**But at common law a defendant may be convicted of a less aggra- 


vated felony or misdemeanour on an indictment charging a felony or 
misdemeanour of aggravation, provided that the indictment 
contains words apt to include bothoffences. In other words, it is 
not necessary to prove the offence charged in the indictment to the 
whole extent laid, provided that the facts proved constitute an offence 
punishable by law, of which the defendant may by law be convicted 
in the indictment.’’ In this case the indictment thus contained appro- 
priate words to describe the offence of which the appellant was con- 
victed. The appellant might have been convicted of the full offence 
of riot had the jury been eatisfied- of circumstances in aggravation 
showing that that offence was committed. Counsel for the appellant 
irgued that it was only possible to convict of common assault on an 
indictment charging another offence where the indictment alleged an 
Even if he were right in 
what was alleged here was 


yreater 


circumstances in aggravation. 
is not at all clear that 


assault with 
that contention, it 


not an assault with circumstances in aggravation, so that even upon 
the contention of the learned counsel, we think that this conviction 
might be upheld. We see no ground for granting the application to 
| call further evidence. The appeal therefore will be dismissed. 

Counset. for the appellant, Jowsell; for the Crown, Clarke Halt. 
Souicrrors, The Registrar of the Court of Criminal A ppecl ; The 


| plaintiff's costs of the 
The appellant, Thomas O’Brien, was convicted | 


| off the claimant and leave a surplus. 
one Ewart Swann, in the peace of our Lord the King then and there | ceeds, paid the claimant and the auctioneer, 


secutions, 


of Public Pro 
(Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 


Ex parte THE SHERIFF OF SUSSEX. ©.A. No. 2 
20th Jan. 


Re ROGERS. 


Costs—TaxatTion—Suerirr’s ‘‘ Costs or Exrcution ’” 
Costs or INTERPLEADER SuMMOoNs—Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 
54 Vicr. c. 71), s. 11—Bankrurercy Ruves, 1886-1890, rr. 118, 119. 


Where a sheriff has seized unde rawrit of fi. fa. and a claim has been 
made on the goods, and the sheriff has taken out an inte rpleader 
ummons, and a receiving order has been made before the sale of the 
goods has taken place, the sheriff ia not entitled to take hia coata of 
the interpleader proceedings out of the bankrupt’s estate, for they are 
not ** costs of within section 11 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1890. ° 

Decision of Phillimore, J. (ante, p. 78), 1 versed. 

Appeal from the decision of Phillimore, J., partially reversing the 
decision of the taxing-master in bankruptcy (reported p. 78 supra). 
The facts were as follows: On the 6th of January, 1910, the sheriff 
eeized the goods of the debtor under three writs of fi. fa. The goods 
were claimed by a bill of sale holder, and the sheriff took out an inter 
pleader summons. The summons was heard on the 10th of January, 
when the execution creditors, being satisfied that the bill of sale was 
good, the master ordered that the sheriff should sell enough of the 
yoods to satisfy the expenses of sale, rent (if any), the claim of the 
claimant and the execution, and that out of the proceeds of the sale 
the sheriff, after deducting expenses and rent, do pay the claimant 
the amount of his claim, and the execution creditors the amounts of 
their judgments, and that the costs and charges of the sheriff, the 
application, and the claimant's fixed costs of 
£1 1s. be paid out of the proceeds of the sale. The sheriff then 
arranged for the sale to take place on the 19th, 20th and 2lst of 
January, but on the 14th of January a receiving order was made 
against the debtor. and notice thereof was given by the official receiver 
to the sheriff. ‘The sheriff informed the official receiver that the sale 
had been arranged, and the official receiver allowed it to go on for the 
first two dave, but then stopped it, as enough had been realized to pay 
The sheriff received the pro- 
retained certain costs and 
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execution’ 
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official receiver, 
March one of the 

ets under the ordei 
of the proceeds of sale the sheriff 
the interpleader, £11 18s. ; the execution 
creditors nd £3 3s the claimant. The official 
receiver vired the « to be taxed as against 
bankrupt’s estate | e taxing-m in’ bank: who taxed off 
all the that they onght paid by the losing 
party to the interpleader summons, and should not be borne by the 
estate. Phillimore, J pheld the decision to the costs of the 
execution editor t claimant, but that the sheriff's 
costs, £11 188., wer the execution section of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1f that the sheriff was entitled retain 
them The tjoard of appealed against the decision Philli- 
more, J., and contende: it as the judgment debtor was repre- 
sented on the interpl summons, thereon could 
be awarded against | The practice on interpleader summons 
is that the eheriff cet gainst the unsuccessful party thereto : 
Goodman Blake 19 \ 78 note) Counsel for the 
contended that the s of the estate, 
sented the estate at t official receiver, 
had the benefit of the 
thereto. 
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M. Fraycke, Barrister 


23rd Jat 
NoOTICH 
16 & 47 Vict. 
1886-1890, kr 


Re PERSSE. | we and Bucknill, JJ. 
Act or B snupTroy—BaNKRUPTCY 

Crepi saNKkRuPTrcy Act, 18835 
Bankruptcy Rvies 


ADDRESS OF 
c. 52), 
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Bankrvercy 
JUDGMEN' 
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of the notice. 
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durin / 


different parte of f ngland 
f the howse from which he 

His butler was at the 
received payment of the 
the currency of the 


A qudgime f 
inserted inal 
was al t du 
addre« 
debt « 
notice 

He ld, 


notice 


Appeal 
Albans. 
chester, 
pay the judgment 
self as of King (agate 
served on the ‘L6th of 
the creditor was away 
in Winchester on any « 
He had, however, left 
receive any money which might 
attempt to go and p the debt 
the petition com luded tl 
an address where the debt 


g hie ei / 
give th ¢ ond ¢ 
ent f / 


ft any time 


that th euficient, and that the b nkrupte y 
ye od 

from a 
The petilior 
and had ies 
debt 


Hou 


wae 
made rt St 


was a 


in the county cor at 
litor master at the college, Win- 
inkruptcy notice requiring the debtor to 
h the petitioning creditor described him 
Winchester. The bankruptcy notice was 
which was during the holidays, while 
her house of his in Suffolk, nor was he 
‘ven days following the date of ‘service. 
butler at Winchester, with authority to 
be paid there The debtor made no 
at Winchester, and on the hearing oi 
it the bankruptcy notice was bad, as it gave 
not be found during the currency 
of the notice. The registrar at Albans made a receiving order, 
from which the debtor appealed. Counsel for the appellant contended 
that the address given i he bankruptcy notice was not one where the 
debtor could pay, se mpound the debt (7 Ex parte 
Leigh, 1895, 2 Q. B was the creditor there on any of 
the seven days following the issue of the notice (Re Beauchamp, 1904, 
1 K. B. 572). Counsel for the respondent was not called upon 
Parturmore, J., dismissed appeal, remarking that this 
the creditor had give address of one of his houses, 
was at his other house in Suffolk during the currency of the notice, he 
could have been fetched any day in of need. The butle: 
was at the house in Winchester, authorized to receive money and able 
to send for his master at time. The address was not the kind cf 
address which would put the debtor in suspicion that it was one where 
the creditor could not be found. This was a stronger case than 7 
Reauchamp, where the Court of Appeal held that the fact that the 
creditor had gone abroad on the last day of the seven was immaterial. 
Bucknus, J., concurred.—Counset, Kingsbury; Hansell. Soract- 
sons, W. P. Hargrave; Prior, Church, & Adame 
[Reported by P. M. Fraycer, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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| Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
In the Estate of GEORGE ARTHUR WOOLLEY, Deceased. 
Evans, P. 23rd Jan. 

Grant or Letrers or ADMINISTRATION TO PuBLic Truster 
Provate Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vicr. c. 77), 73 anp 81—Pverx 
Trustee Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 55), 6, SUB-SECTION 4; s. 
SUB-SECTION 4. 
The court has 

Public Trustee, 

de cf eed 
By aecti 

Publi 
Ay } li 

should 

appl 


| PROBATE 
ss. 


3. 


of adminiatration to 
widow and next of kin 


power to make a grant 
passing over the heir-at-law, 


11, sub-section 4, of the Public Trustee Act, 1906. 


Trustee is not required to give a bond or security. 


nm 


ation that letters of administration to the estate of the deceased 
be granted to the Public Trustee. The heir-at-law was the 
int. and the application was agreed to by the widow and other 
of kin. Section 6 of the Public Trustee Act, 1906, empowers 
official to accept letters of administration, and in the ent case 
16 willing to accept the grant. [Evans, P.—Under what section is 
ippli made’?] Under section 73 of the Probate Act, 1857. 
sub-section 4, of the Public Trustee Act, 1906, the 
was not required to give a bond or security as required 
by section 81 of the Probate Act. 

The grant may go to the Public Trustee.—Counser, 7). 
ly; R. PF. Bayford. Sorscrrors, W. FE. Singleton; J. Hands, 
5. a 9 Horley. 

(Reported by J. 
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HARVEY Mcrpny, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Societies. 
United Law Society. 


Feb. 3.—Mr. E. L. Watts moved, ‘‘ That the case of Brown v. Flows 
(55 Soricrrors’ Journat, 108; 103 L. T. 557) was wrongly decided.’ 
Mr. N. Tebbutt opr 1. The motion was carried by one vote. 


ser 





Law Students’ Journal. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


= BATING Society.—Jan. 17.—Chairman, Mr. G. E. 
ibject for debate was : ‘‘ That an Aviation Act is a 
to the Statute Book.’’ Mr. Meyer opened in the 
Ss. nes opened in the negative. The following 
mntinued the debate :—Messrs. G. L. Wates, Dowding, Plead- 
jatley, Turner, Young, King, Boxall, Longbourne, and 
motion carried by one vote. The society’s annual 
will be held at the Law Society’s Hall on Thursday, 
when Mr. Justice Pickford will preside. 


Chairman, Mr. G. L. 


STUDENTS 
The 
addition 


Mr. W. 


Law 
Shrimpton 
iffirma ve, 
members « 
well, Ske 
Parr’ 
smoking 
the 16th 


24 


els, 
The 
concert 
of Feb uary, 


was 


Wates.—The subject for debate was : 
Re Dayis and Kent's Contract (1910, 2 Ch. 35) was 
Mr. C. Thomas opened in the affirmative, Mr. 
Warmington seconded in the affirmative: Mr. E. J. Kafka 
the negative, Mr. L. T. Thorpe seconded in the negative 
members continued the debate : Messrs. W. M. Pleadwell 
M The motion was carried by eight votes. 


case of 


decided.” 


enson. 








Obituary. 
Mr. C. R. Hancock. 


The death is announced of Mr. Charles Robert Hancock, of Bristol, 
solicitor, at the age of seventy-one years. He was educated at the 
Bristol Cathedral School, of which his father was at one time head 
master, and was admitted in 1862. He subsequently practised in 
Bristol, and at his death was the head of the firm of Beven, Hancock, 
Boucher, & Eberle. As one of the oldest members of the profession in 
the city he was well known to, and greatly esteemed by, his brethren 

| in and around Bristol. He filled the office of president of the local 
Law Society, and always took an active interest in its work. His pro 
fessional engagements, however, represented a comparatively small part 
of his intereste. He was, says a local journal, one of the chief advisers 
of the Conservative Party in Bristol, and acted as election agent for 
| Sir Michael Hicks-Beach during the twenty-five years in which he 
represented West Bristol in Parliament, and when Sir Michael became 
Viscount St. Aldwyn hé presented Mr. Hancock with a handsome 
inkstand, with an inscription testifying to his great services. He was 
in 1894 president of the Dolphin Society, and is ‘stated to have procured 
during his year of office contributions to its charitable fund amounting 
to £1,324; he was also a member of the town council, and connected 
with many institutions in the city, and was a director of at least six 
companies. He was at his office in the week preceding his death, but 





was attacked by influenza, and died of syncope. 
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Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. C. K. T. Auton, M.A., solicitor, of 31, Great James-street, Bed- 


ford-row, London, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


JoserH WittiaM Mites, Arcurpatp Hair, and Lucius FReperic 
O’Brien, solicitors (Miles, Hair, & Co.), 27, King-street, Cheapside, 
London. Dec. 31. The said Joseph William Miles will in future carry 


on business at 70, Basinghall-street, E.C., in partnership with James 
Reynolds, under the style or firm of Reynolds & Miles; the said Archi- 

d Hair and Lucius Frederic O’Brien will carry on business in part- 
nership at 27, King-street, Cheapside, aforesaid, until the 15th of 
February, 1911, and thereafter at 7, St. Mildred’s-court, Poultry, E.C., 


under the style or firm of Hair & Co. (Gazette, Jan. 20. 


Wittuam Wites and Davin Tuompson, solicitors (Wiles & Thomp- 
eon), Rochdale. Jan. 21. The said William Wiles will continue to 
practise in his own name and on his own account at Packer-street- 
chambers, Town Hall-square, Rochdale; the said David Thompson will 
continue to practise in his own name and on his own account at 3-5, 


Baillie-street, Rochdale. (Gazette, Jan. 24. 





General. 


A statement was made at Grimsby by Mr. Pretyman, M.P., that “it | 
was now proposed to abandon Form 4” as to increment value, but 


there has been no official confirmation of the statement. 


Sir Horace Avory, who was Recorder of Kingston-on-Thames for 
eight years, was, says the 7'imes, presented with an illuminated address 
at a special meeting of the Kingston Town Council on Tuesday, con- 


gratulating him on his appointment as a judge of the High Court. 


The Court of Arbitration upon the Savarkar case will, says a 
telegram from The Hague, meet there. The tribunal will be composed 
as follows:—M. Beernaert (Belgian ex-Premier), President of the 
Court; Lord Desart (Great Britain); M. Louis Renault (France, Pro- 
fessor of the Faculty of Law in France); M. Gram (Norwegian ex- | 


Minister of State); M. de Savornin Lohman (Member of the Dutch 
Second Chamber), Agent for Great Britain, Mr. Eyre Crowe (of the 
Foreign Office); secretary to Mr. Crowe, Mr. Addison (of the Foreign 
Office); Agent for France, Professor Andre Weiss (of Paris). 


Mr. Justice Grantham met with a slight accident at the Kirkby 


Stephen North-Eastern Railway Station, on Monday, says the Evening | 


Standard, on his journey to Appleby for the Westmorland Assizes 
to-day. His lordship had to change at Kirkby Stephen on to the Eden 
Valley branch line. As the train for Tebay was about to start, he 
stepped on to the footboard of the guard’s van, presumably to see 
if his luggage had been taken out. At the same moment the train 
began to move, and the judge stepped back upon the platform. In 
doing so he lost his balance and fell, but, fortunately, quite clear of 
the outgoing train. His lordship quickly regained his feet, apparently 
none the worse for his fall, and assured the officials he had received 
no injury whatever, and went on to Appleby immediately. 


Sir Edward Clarke spoke at the Bar meeting of the ‘‘ absurd prac- 
tice ’’ of judges taking down with their own hands the evidence given 
before them. The practice, says a writer in the Globe, does not prevail 
in the Divorce Court; there an official shorthand writer takes down 
the evidence, and the judge has a full opportunity of watching the 
demeanour of the witnesses. Nor is there any custom so “absurd ”’ 


north of the Tweed. Every Scottish judge has his own shorthand | 


writer. There is another thing about the Scottish judiciary which 
deserves to be mentioned. The Scottish judges do not sit on Satur- 
daye; and we have it on the authority of Lord Shaw that, delegating 
their clerical work, they accomplish more in five days than if they 
were improperly occupied for six. 

Writing in the Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation on 
“The Commonwealth Constitution and its Development,’’ Sir 
Courtenay Ilbert, quoting a passage in Mr. Moore’s ‘‘ Commonwealth 
of Australia ’’ to the effect that the attempt to combine the federal and 
the democratic principles in the constitution of the Senate will probably 
be found to add one more to the failures to solve the problem of 
Second Chambers, says: ‘‘ This is not encouraging to constitution 
makers. But it is certain that the Senate has not played the part 
which it was intended to play. It was intended to do two things—to 
exercise a conservative influence on legislation and to represent the 
States as against the Commonwealth. It has done neither. It is eaid 
to be as democratic and ‘advanced’ in its views as the House of 
Representatives, possibly more so; and the States have found their 
protection againet encroachment by the Commonwealth not in the 
Senate but in the High Court. On the other hand. the periodical con- 
ferences between the State Premiers and between them and the Prime 
Ministers of the Commonwealth, though not expressly or formally 

ised by the instrument of government, have already played, and 
seem likely to play, a very important and useful part in the working of 
the constitution.” 


In their report for 1910, says the 7'imes, the Executive Council of the 
Chamber of Shipping of the United Kingdom say, with reference to the 
Declaration of London, 1909, that at their meeting on the 2nd of June, 
the following resolution upon the subject was unanimously agreed to :— 
“That the Executive Council of the Chamber of Shipping of the United 
Kingdom, having considered the Declaration of London, 1909, are of 
opinion that its provisions would, in the event of this country being 
engaged in war, be found to be inimical to British interests, and 
earnestly hope that the Declaration in question will not be ratified by 
the House of Commons.” 

On Thursday, the 19th of January, being the Grand Day of Hilary 
| Term at Gray’s-inn, the Treasurer (Mr. Edward Clayton, K.C.) and the 
| Masters of the Bench entertained at dinner the following guests : 
The Right Hon. the Earl of Halsbury, the Right Hon. Sir George 
Reid, K.C.M.G., K.C., Colonel Sir Edward Ward, K.C.B., K.C.V.O., 
the Hon. Mr. Justice Eve, the Hon. Mr. Justice Scrutton, the 
Treasurer of the Hon. Society of the Middle Temple (Mr. H. D. 
Greene, K.C.), Sir William Anson, Bart., M.P., Sir Squire Bancroft, 
Sir Alfred East, A.R.A., the Worshipful the Mayor of Holborn (Mr. 
| Horatio Porter), Mr. P. O. Lawrence, K.C., Mr. W. M. Jellett, K.C., 
and Mr. F. W. Pomeroy, A.R.A. The benchers present in addition to 
the treasurer were: The Right Hon. Lord Ashbourne, Mr. Henry 
| Griffith, his Honour Judge Mulligan, K.C., Mr. C. A. Russell, K.C., 

Mr. Edward Dicey, C.B., Mr. Arthur Gill, Mr. Vesey Knox, K.C., 

Mr. J. R. Atkin, K.C., Mr. W. P. Byrne, C.B., Mr. Montagu Sharpe, 

Mr. G. Rhodes, K.C., Mr. F. A. Greer, K.C., Mr. T. M. Healy, K.C., 
| with the preacher, the Rev. R. J. Fletcher, D.D. . 

A meeting of the Royal Courts of Justice and Legal Temperance 
| Society was held on Tuesday in the Old Hall of Lincoln's Inn. Mr. 
Justice Bucknill, who presided, said, according to the 7'imes, he 
came back before Christmas from a seven weeks’ circuit trying nothing 
but cases in the Crown Courts. During that seven weeks a very high 
percentage of the cases arose in consequence of intemperance, either 
intemperance of the person accused or the intemperance of the person 
attacked, or in the intemperance of both. He meant those brawls which 
ended in stabbing, when both sides were to blame, and when, as so 
often happened, both sides were drunk. If he could only draw a 
picture by way of a panorama of the people who came before him 
and every judge charged with offences of all sorts which arose out of 
intemperance, they would be perfectly horrified. All this arose from 
| want of control, and they wanted, if they could, by some kind advice 

given at the proper time, and by argument where possible, to do 

something to lift these people up. If there was one thing that he did 

abhor it was to see a man or woman drunk. It ruined health and 
strength and affected the generation yet unborn. 

On the 18th inst., at a dinner of the Imperial Industries Club, says 
the Zimes, Lord Justice Fletcher Moulton opened a discussion on 
“The Use of an Empire Trade Mark.” He said that it was suggested 
that there should be a marking which represented that the goods came 
from some part of the British Empire. In the case of a trade mark 
that was put by a person on his own goods, they could leave it to his 
care and discretion, but the moment they came to trade marks in a 
wider sense, which showed origin, they no longer had the interest 
acting as a sufficient defence ayainst its being misappropriated. Persons 
would have a tendency to put it on goods which did not deserve it 
and that position had to be considered. Again, if the trade mark was 
to have any value they must have some security for its trustworthiness 
other than personal interest. They thought they could do that by 
making the regulations strict gnough, but, on the other hand, they 
must see that they did not interfere with the elasticity of trade. There 
was no way of keeping the required elasticity without allowing persons 
themselves to put the trade mark on. The requirement that all goods 
would have to be sent to officials to be marked would chafe the enter 
prising trader and lead to the failure of the scheme. They should have 
committees or bodies that would decide upon the proper cases im 
which to apply the trade mark. There was also the enormous difficult 
of defining what were to be called British goods. 


Royat Navat Cottece, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 


street, London, W. [Apvrt.] 
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Supreme Court of Judicature. 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fatpar, Jav. 20. 
JOINT BSBTOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep tm Omancerr. 


Ovavew Lacyper, Lro—Petn for winding = Peomates Dec 29, directed to be heard 
at the County Court House, Manor row, Bradford. Knowles, Skipton, solor to the 
petmers ; London agenta, Turner & Co, Rolls chmbrs, Oban ip. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afvernoon 
of Jan 30 

Deswiser ~ Coutieny Co, Lrp—Creditors are requir ed, on or before Mar 4, to send 
their pames and adresses, and the particulars of their debts or claima, to F. J. 
Shaw, 4, New at, Huddersfield. F. Leonard. solor for the liquidator 

Fit, Nasa & Co, Lro—Petn for windng up, presented Dec 29, directed to be beard 
at the County Hall, Aylesbury, Feb 1, at ll. Galpin, Oxford, solor to the petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Jan 31 

Grones Gaarrox, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Dee 9, dire:ted to be heard 
Jan 10, was adjourned by the Court, and will be heard Feb 7 at the Coart House, 
Cas le eq, Southampton. Wadeson & Day, Portsmouth, solors for the petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock ia the after. 
noon of Feb 6 

Loxpom saxo Omiya Synptcate, Lrp —Petn for winding up, presented Jan 17, 

5 directed to be heard Jan 3). Wadeson & Malleson, Devonshire sq, solors. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of Jan 30 

Nartowat Toeataes pe Loxs, Lro—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 17, directed 
to be heard Ja 31. Munns & Longden, Frederick's pl, Old Jewry, solors for the 

trers. N tice of anpesring mast reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 
n the after’« on of Jan 30 

Otar Wis & Co (Loxpow Aouncr), Lro—Creditors are required forthwith to send 
their name« and addressees, and the particulars of debts or claims, to Gannar 
Bvalar der, 110, Fencborch st, liquidator 

Swawera Savery Fosse Co, Lro (im Votvurtary Ligvrpation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before March 15, to send their Lames and aduresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or cla'ms, to Henry de Mosenthal, 3/0, Wiachester Hoase, Old Broad a’, 
liquidator 

Teas, Lrp (1« Votowrany Liqvrpation) —Creditors are required, on or befora Feb 28, 
to send the'r names and addresses, and the particulars of their depts or claims, to 
Alfred Aylett Moore, 3, Crosby eq, liquidator 

Tuomas Noaxes & Sows, Lop (me Votonrany Liqvrpation)—Creditors are re 
qnired, on or before Feb 20, to send their names and addresses, and the part cu'ars 
of their debts or claims, to Alfred Aylett Moore, 3, Crosby aq, liquidator 

Unsiverstry Macaztne Cowmirrex, Lar—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 11, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Roes, New Broad street House, liquidator, Danderdale & Co, London wall, 
solors for tbe liquidator 

London Gazette.—TUkSDAY, Jan. 24. 
JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrurtep im Caancary. 


Cerrnat Trawsrort Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 27, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particu/ars of their debts or claims, to 
Edward Temple Patterson, |0 and 11, Austin friars. Worthington & Co, Nicholas 
lane, solora to the liquidator 

Feenca Mryine Sryorcate, Lrp (rw Votuntary Ligvrpation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before Mar 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debte or claims, to BE. J. R. Dodd, 35, New Broad at, liquidator 

Hupp & Couctres, Leo—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 20, directed to be heard 
Feb7. James & Co, Basina House, Fore at, for Brown & Son, Bristol, slora for the 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not la’er than 6 o'clock in 
the afternoon of Feb 6 

Lowpow Pure Mitx Assoctation, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 27, 
to send their names and addreeaes, with icalars of their debts or c aims, to Basil 
H. Stride, 18. tronmonger !n, Cheapside, liquicator 

Norra Bvcxs Peess Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or bef ire Feb 11, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particalare of their debs or claims, to H. Claude 
Palrrer, St Giles chm bra, St Giles et, Northampton, liquidator 

Noara-Wrer Lawn Co, Lro— Creditors are required, on or before Feb 25, to send 
their nemes and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to J. B. 
Reeves, 23, Queen Victoria at, liquidator 

Resssaw Mintwe Corporation, Leo (is Vouivrtany Liguipatron)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Mar 12, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of 
their debta or claima, to Henry Richards, Salisbury House. Spyer & Sons, London 
wal!, solors to the liquidator 

Srnixow, Lep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 19, directed to be heard Feb 7. 
Corbould & Co, Cavendish eq, solorsa for the liquidator. Notice of ap ng must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 1n the afternoon of Feb 6 

Swawexa Savery Fuer Co, Lrp (x9 Voturrary Liqvrpa1ton) — Creditors are required, 
on or bef re March 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Henry de Mosenthal, 220, Winchester Honse, Old Broad st, 
liquidator 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gasette.—Farpar, Jan, 13. 
Dexrer & Co, Lrp. 
Matsy Corrs axp Resnee Srwvrcats, Lev, 
Ewrenrerse Devetorments, Lr. 
Liverroot Cottser or Music, Lr. 
Hawwamea, Lov. 
Beapaxe Sywprcats, Lro 
Wrer Araican Canrarna, Lrv. 
Jouw Breanne. Lev. 
Pratwepats Rotter Revx Co, Lrv, 
Sraioe, Pepatcn & Co, | Tr. 
Patast Woop Pree axp Tuas Co, Lro. 
Puemaga Mietve Co, Lrp 
Bours Reestax Srwricate, Lr. 
Wawenece Cottrexr Co, Lrv. 
Comsourpaten Goin Taver, Lrv. 
Airtomw Mitt Co, Lev. 
Exumasvne, Lop. 


Buows, Dossox & Co, Lrp. 
Awnevo-Canapianw Luap Srwprcatz, Lev. 
Cosuurys & Co, Leap. 

Gatvsz (Cayton) Rusese Estates Sywpicats, Ltp. 
Hacurre-Dovetas, 

Inow Oar Paosrectixne Syxpicare, Lrp. 
Catpweu, Wateon & Co, e ° 
Otor Wise & Co (Loyvow Acrncr), Lap. 
Sr 4etpe Wartcu Co, Lev. 

Fiauax, Lro (Reconstruction) 

Torsive Corrorartos, Lrp. 

Iuraoven Guy Stears, Len. 

Joux Nartos & Co, Lrv. 


London Gasette.—Tumspar, Jan. 17. 


Casrterorp Sxatirwc Riwk, Lop. 

Aexraam Usronist Cuvs. Lr. 

Barpewarer Cotctreates Co, Lrv. 

Wirrsy Coaw Excuanee anp Posttc Rooms Co, Lrp. 
Anert Crvema, Lap. 

Horts-Greewpy Acencr, Lrp. 

Groxes Grarrow, Lr. 

Ixpraw Assets Reattsation Co, Lrp. 

Pawyt Lawp awo Respea Eerares, Lro. 

G. N. A. Sywprcats, Lro. 

Sanert Vearcie Srypicate, Lrp. 

Mewortne, Lev. 

Divem Lewis Tavesr, 

Gavuwtterr ('tatiax) Co, Lrp. 

Ro-sect Gaenerr & Co, Lrv. 

Sours Perusrtow awn Distetor Co-orgseative Socrerr, Lro. 
B. C. Wrarre & Co, Lrp. 

East Lowoow Recesartoxs Grovwp awp Laxp Co, Lro. 
Lowpow awp Boeora Trapise Co, Lrp. 

Cusetexy (l6ra Suvrazy) Dartt Hatt Co, Lro. 
Lowpow Fisaworat Tarver, Tarn 

Kvata Parag Srwptcate, Lrp. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 
Feb. 2.—Mesera. H. E. Foster & Crawrretp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Life 
Policies, Shares, &c. (see advertisement, back page this week). 
Feb. 8.—Me*srs. Mrvart & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Residence, Freshold 
Shops, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 
Feb. 21.—Messrs. Harrow & Sows, at the Mart: Houses, Flats, Leasehold Fiat 
and 8 .0p0 Properties, &c, (see advertisement, page v, this week). 
Mesers, Faneprotuge, Evins, Eesrtow, Basacn & Co,, at the Mart: Freehold 
R-eidential Estate (see advertisement, back page, Dec. 17), 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day ov Crarm. 


Sriveerom, Witt Tomas, Kingsland rd, Job Master Marsh 10 Silverton v Morris 
and Others, Swinfen Eady aod Nevilie,JJ Hopton, Finsbury pymat 

London Gazett:.—Turspay, Jan. 24. 
Trae, Wretiam Osmpsect, Gateshead, Bailder and Contractor March2 Tyrie v 
Tweddle, Swinfen Eady,J Bates, Newcastle upon Tyne 


_— — 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
London Gazette.—Faripay, Jan. 20. 


Akep, Joseru, Racton rd, Fulham Feb 18 Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st» 
Portman #& 

ALEXANDER, JOURN, Malmesbury, Wilts Feb 28 Clark & Smith, Malmesury 

ALLEN, SAMUEL, Chipping Warden, Nurthampton Feb 17 Pellatt & Pellatt, Banbury 
ALLT, Thomas, Highbury New pk Marl Norris & Co, Bedford row 

ANDREW, CHARLES WILLIAM, Brixton rd Mar 1 Edmonds & Rutherfori, Gt 
Winchester st 

ARMITAGE, GEORGE, Padsey, York Feb28 Beaumont & Croft, Leeds z 
BABER, ARCHIBALD, Cairo, Egypt, Commission Agent Feb 28 Daniell & Glover, Great 
Winchester st 

Baas, Joun, Kingston upon Hull, Fancy Goods Dealer Jan 31 Gilfoy, Hull 

Baaos, ELIZABETH, Kingston upon Hall Jan 31 Gilfoy, Hall 

BaGaes, ARTHUR JOHN, Blackpool, Warehouseman Jan 31 Gilfoy, Hu’l 

BELFIELD, EDWIN, Moorgate st, Chartered Accountant Mar 1 Minchin & Co, 
Laurence Pountney In 

BINNING, CHARLES, Southampton, Pawnbroker Mar 1 Coxwell & Pope, Southampton 
BLUNDELL, DERMOT HOWARD BLUNDELL HOLLINSHEAD, Colchester Feb 28 Lowe & Co, 
Temple gdns 

BopEN, Jos"PH, Manchester, Silk Merchant Feb18 Foote & Co, Manchester 

Bopy, Mary Morris, Mutley, a Feb5 shelly & Johns, Plymouth 

BRItTLE, WILLIAM, Kine’s Heath, Worcester Mar 1 Rigby, Birmingham 

Bausn, Henry, Guival, Cornwall,Farmer Febi8_ B onse, P+ nzance 

CLARK, JOHN WILLIS, Cambridge’ Feb 17 Maples & Co, Frederick’s p!, Old Jewry 
Cooper, MARY, Alma rd, Southwark Park rd Feb 20 W A & GA Brown, Lincoln's 
inn flelds 

Covusen, JAMES, Shipley, York Maril Rawnsley & Peacock, Bradford 

Cross, CHARLES JAMES, Brentford, Middlesex Feb 20 Mossop, Lincoln's ion fields 
DOLEMAN, ELIZABETH, South Shore, Blackpool Feb 28 Ascroft, a 

DunNN, ROWLAND, Kingswinford, Staffs, Farmer Feb4 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 
ELLIOTT, MARY Soputia, Forburg rd, Stoke Newington Marl Pope, Devereux et, 





Temple 
FELLOWS, Newer, Ridgway pl, Wimbledon, Barrister Feb 22 Carleton-Holmes & Co, 
Bedford row 
Fisner, ELOIs# AMy, Croydon Feb20 Gravely, Croydon 

FLETCHER, JOHN, Bayston rd, Stoke Newington Feb 20 Daniell & Glover, Great 
Winchester st 

Foster, EDWARD CLARK, Doncaster Feb 28 Taylor & Capes, Doncaster 

FOSTER. MARY HANNAH, Doncaster Feb 28 Taylor & Capes, Doncaster 

GALSWORTHY, MaRIa MATILDA, Montague st, Portman sq Feb 28 Galsworthy, Old: 
Jewry chmbrs 

HALL, Joun THomas, Baker st,Clerkenwell Feb4 Pheasant, Duke st, Adelphi 
HARDING, WILLIAM, Darlington, Share Broker March 4 Hett, Darlington 

HARRISON, ROBERT, Rochdale 4 Chadwick, Rochdale 

HARTON, WILLIAM HENRY, Tytherton rd, Tafneil Park March 6 Lovell & Co, Gray's 





F. Locugs)& Uo, Lev. 


inn sq 
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HWICKLING, THOMAS, MD, Worthing Feb 20 Cooper & Bake, Portman st 
Koz. Basti KaLpa, East Molesey, Surrey Feb 18 Dawes & Sons, Argel ct, Throgmor- 
ton st 


8 
LAWRANCE, EDWARD, Douglas rd, Kilburn Feb 28 Radcliffe & Co, Craven st, Char 
ing Cross 


LOWMAN, SARAH MARIA. Weymouth March 17 Bilney, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

LUSCOMBE, SARAH, South Tottenham Feb17 Lloyd & (Co, Coleman st 

McLaREN, JAMES MARSHALL Feb4 Rannatyne & Co. Gleagow 

MBzAKIN, GeoRGE JoHN EDWARD CARTWRIGHT, Branstone, Stafford, Maltster Feb 11 
Taylor, Burton on Trent 

MILLWARD, ARTHUR, Abbeydaie, Sheffield Feb?s Wightman & Par‘er, Sheffield 

Moses, ELIZABETH ANN, Gosberton, Lincoln Feb 9 Smith & Co, Donington, nr 


Spalding 

Sseaet tate EMILY KATHERINE, Chudleigh, Devon Mar 6 Travers & Co, Throg- 
morton av 

Parsons, WILLIAM. Woodnesborovgh, Krnt Feb16 Fielding & Cloke, Sandwich 

Pask, JANE HARRISON, Lincoln Feb18 Tweed & Co, Lincoln 

PEMBERTON, CHARLES RICHARD, Manchester, Draper's Buyer Mari1é J & W H Bale 
& Son, Derby 

Quix, MA®y ELLEN, Oxton, Birkenhead Jan 31 Saul & Lightfoot, Carlisle 

QUINTON, FLORENCE, Tunbridge Wells Mar 1 Pritchard & Co, Li'tle Trinity In 

Raby, HERBERT, Manchester, Wood Pulp Merchant Feb 14 Francomb, Manchester 

SaMTER, JULIUS, Withington, Manchester, ¢hipping Merchant Mar 2 Diggles & Ogden, 
Manchester 

SEDGWICK, MARY, Husthwaite. York Feb 17 Robinson, Easingwold 

SMITH, JOHN. Cheltenbam Feb 16 Williams & Son, Birmingham 

Sparrow, WILLIAM ALFRED, 8t Johu’s Wood rd, St John’s Wood Feb20 Rhodes & 
Son, Wolverhampton 

Usuer, ANNIE, West Sleekburn, Notthumberland Feb 14 Brett, Morpeth 

Usuer, Joun Harrison, WestSleekburn, Northumberland Feb 14 Brett, Morpeth 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Jan 24. 


AsHTON, LovIsA, Huntingdon Msrii Hunnybun & Sona, Huntingdon 

BakER, ~ ELIZABETH, Castle Wiveliscombe, Somerset Mar 4 
Kristo 

BEARDSHAW JOSEPH FOTHERGILL, Atterctiffe, Sheffield, Pot Maker Mar 1 
Co, Sheffield 

BENTLEY. HENRY, Ingleby, Arncliffe. York, Farmer Feb 18 Carrick ‘tokesley 

CARLTON, WILLIAM, to'iholl. Warwick Feb 15 Hall, Wolverhampton 


Albot & Co, 


Smith & 


CoLLINs, HYMAN HENRY, Old Broad st, Architect Feb 28 Wild & Collins, Trump st, 


| BuLisos, ELIZABETH, Lincoln ' Feb 20 Padley, Lincoln 
Evans. Robert LLorp, Handeworth, Staffo: March 8 Ryland & Co, Birmingham 
* FRYER, MICHARL CHARLES, Works«p, Nettim ham Feb 25 Dixon & Co, Manchester 
GovUISTON, ALFRED, tastings Mar! + halinder & Herington, Hastings 
GUEST, KICHARD. Sheffield, P inter+nd D corator Feb 28 Siv psen & Son, SheMeld 
HALL Evtas GrorGe. Redland, brietol Marzi Inskip & Son, Bristol 
Hart, ANNE ELIzaBeTH. Croydon Feb18 Barfield & Cnild, Plowden bidgs, Temple 
{| Higst. W ALT} R VIVIAN, Roth+rbam. York Mar25 Marsh & Son. Rotherham 
HoBDAY, FREDERICK, Handsworth,Grocer teb24 King & Mills, Birmingham 
JARVIS, ANNA MARIA, Birchington, Ke.t Feb 28 Farrar & Co, Wardro!e pl, Doctors 
Commons 
| JECKS, Hor«T1IO FpGaR, Lower Thames st, Fish Salesman Feh26 Cain. Staple inn 
| Jonts, HARRIET, Lontown Hereford Jan $1 Gardners « Heywood, Abergavenny 
KNOWLES, DINAH, Ossett. York Feb15 Burton & Co Waketield 
MACKENZIE, Sir GEORGE SUTHERLAND, KCMG, CB, Cadogan sq, May 1 
Holmen, Great WincDester st 
M*LLANDAIN, HANNAH, Didsbury, Manchester March 8 Farrar & Co, Manc’ ester 
MEREDITH, THOMAS Cleveland st, Fitzroy sq, Grocer Feb 2s Greig. Fenchurch st 
| Mort, EDWIN CHARLES, Boundary House, Potter's Bar Feb vl Durham & Co 
Arunde] st, Strany 
MULLINEAUX, JOSErH Preston Feb 24 Shuttleworth & Dallas, Preston 
NAROTAMDAS, BHAGWANDAS, Bombay, India Feb?) Maddieon & Co, Old Jewry 
ROWLANDS, JAcons, birmingham, Soli itor Feb 28 Wood & Co, Birmingham 
KuppIN, THOMAS QUINN, Lancaster. JP Fi b25 Dixon & Co, Manchester 
SANDERCOCK, THOMsS JOHN BUCKLER, Leigh on Sea, Kssex, Schoolmaster Zeb 21 
Edward, Great St Heleis 
BHEPPARD, FANNY CLARA, Walthamstow Feb?28 Parker, Monument st 
SLADEN, VOUGLAS BROOKE, Upper Phillimore gdns, Keusington Mar4 Sladen & Wing, 
Queen Anne's gate 
SMEATON, ROBERT MACKENZIE, LL.D., Clorane gdns, Hampstead 
Victoria Embankment 
SMITH, ELIZABETH, Scarborough Feb24 Bedwell, Scarborough 
STONE. ELLEN, Handsworth, Stafford Febi6 Wargreave & Heaton, Birmingham 
TAYLOR, CHARLES KELL, Mapperley, Nottinbam Mar 20 Warren & Allen, Notting- 
ham 
WHITE, - “oe EMMERSON, Wakefield, V eterirary Surgeon 
Le ds 
WHITLEY, ELIZABITH. Harrogate Feb20 Newhald & Co, Thirsk 
Woop Rev, JOHN, He pey, nr Chorley, Lancs Feb 4 Cotman & Co, Preston 
WoopHEAD, ARTHUR, Walthamstow, Tobacconist March 6 Syrett & Co, Finsbury 


Lyne & 


Feb 19 Wigan & Co, 


Feb 4 Norton & Co, 


King st 


CROWTHER, MARY ANN, Cheltenham Feb 28 McLaren, Cheltenham 
CunpDY, CATHERINE. C om well rd, Kensington Feb 28 Ells & ©», Albemarle 8 
DURANT, CECILIA CELESTE, Bruok, Green, Hammeremith Feb 28 Tattun & Co, 


Kensington High st : 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fatvar, Jan. 20. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Barvett, Jons Witttam, Burslem, Electrical Engineer 
Hanley PetJan 4 Ord Jan 16 
Brap.ies, Antuve Harry, Sydenham, 

Greenwich PetJan 17 Ord Jan 17 
Bearpsmore, Davin, Kingswinford, Stafford, 
master ftourbridge Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 
Batiamy, THomas Aireep Heway, Bristol, Commission 
Agent Bristol Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 18 
Beary, Epwarp, Woking, Surrey, 
Guildford Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 
Cocxertosx, Atragp Wititam, Fulbourn, “emb«,Commirsion 
Agent Cambridge Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 


Kent, Physician 


Charter- 


Timber Merchant 


Coxpy, Eaxxst Banzs, Kenley,Surrey Croydon Pet Dec | 


14 Ord Jan17 

Daz, Henry James, New Oxford st, Electrician High 
Court Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Davis, Horace James, Bargoed, Glam, Builder Merthyr 
Tydfil PetJani6 Ord Jan 16 

Epuuyps, Tuomas Cuaantes, Aberbargoed, Mon, Collier 
Tredegar Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Spusene, FT, Merton, Surrey Croydon Pet Dec 9 Ord 
an 17 

Freaxe, Gronat Henry, Portemouth, Pawnbroker Ports- 
mouth Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Gavnory, Josepn, Hazelgrove, Cheshire, 
Stock: ort Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Jowzs, Hexay, Amlwch. Angles y, Licensed Victualler 
Bangor Pet Jan18 Ord jan 18 

Keneacey, Nort Brrox, Watford, Company Director 8t 
Albans Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 16 

Kixe, Wiii1aM. Smethwick, Stafford, Haulier West Brom- 
wich Pet Jan16 (riJa» 16 ; 

Lanyer, Epwarp, Stokeschurch, Buckingham, Wood 
Turner Aylesbury Pet Jan 16 Ord Jon 16 

Lavy, Hewry, Manchester, Jeweller Manchester Pet Dec 

Ord Jan 16 


Coal. Dealer 


pymt 





Lever, Joseru, Bolton, Fruiterer Bolton Pet Jan 16 
Ord Jan 16 

Loyeuey, M, Narier av, Hurlingham 
Dec 20 Ord Jan 18 

Luscomer, Joun Epwis, Kingsteignton, Devon, Haulier 
Exeter Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan I9 

Lycerr, Forrest, Water In, Company Director High 
Court Pet Dec5 Ord Jan 16 

McGowaxs, Jony, jun, Liverpool, Mansging Director 
Birkenhead Pet Dee 15 Ord Jan 17 

Maw, Herpeat, Brixtonrd High Court Pet Oct 20 Ord 
Jan 18 


High Court Pet 


Moroay, Stowry, Christian Malford, Wilte, Haulier Bath 
Pet Jon 18 Ord Jan 18 
OLpriatp, Bernakp James, Malton, Yorks, Joiner Scar- 


berough Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Patcri~,. Wiettam Haroldston West, Pembroke, Farmer 
Pembroke D ck Pet J:ni17 Ord Jaa 17 

Poweu. & Co, E J Walling st, Warrhousemen High 
Court Pet Dec 23 Ord Jap 14 

Rasy, Samvuet Sxeit. Bo*min, Cornwall, Retired Farmer 
Tiuro Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Saurru, J..ax Tuowas, Leicester, Cabinet Maker Leicester 
Pet Jan 18 Od Jan 18 

Suita Tuomas, Wolvey, Warwick Swindon Pet Jan 17 
Ord Jan 17 

Sticktanno, Jesse, Ringwood, Southampton, 
Slisbu Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 

Stoceariy, James Wittram Josern, Great Grimsby, Buil- 
der Great Grimsby PetJa 16 Ord Jan 16 

Storey, Toomisow Awy, Norton on Tees, Durham, Inn- 
keeper Stockton on Tres Pet Jan i4 («1d Jan i4 

Waco, Hewry Airanp, Wimbledon, Licenred Victualler 
Croydon P+t Dre 6 hd Jn i7 

Wanrwan, Appear, Guildford, T.bacconist Guildfoid Pet 
Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 

Wisuart, Wiritam Gustav, Mirfield, York, Coal Miner 
Dewsbury Pet Jan 18 Ord Ja: 18 

Woonon vse, Jonx Ronsert, Keyingham, York, Grocer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Youre, Wittram Heway, Porth, Giam, Colliery Hitcher 
Pontypridd Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 


Farmer 


WoOoDWARD, OSCAR, Nagpur, India April 21 
Woopwarkp, BMMA, Nagpur, India April 21 
WorRTH, THOMAS Droylsden, Lancaster Feb 25 Preston & Son, Manchester 


Chester & Co, héiford row 
Chester & Co., Bedford row 


FIRiIT MEETINGS. 

Barxett, Jonw Wit:tam, Bursl-m, Electrical’ Engineer 
Jan 30 at 11.30 Off kee, King st, Newcastle, Stafford 

Barweit, Cuaries, Southfields, Wandsworth, Builder 
Jan 30 at12 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Breapies, Aataur Harry, Sydenhem, Kent, Physician 
Jan Slat 11,80 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Barry, Epwarp, Woking, Surrey, Timber Merchant 
Jan 28 at 11 132, York 1d, Westminster Bridge rd 

Date, Hewxay Jaues, New Oxford st, Electrician Jan 30 at 
1 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Davie, Horace Jaues. Barg ed, Glam, Builder Jan 30 at 
po Oe St Catherine’s Chmbra, St Catherine st, Ponty- 
pri 

Dorry, Jons, Liverpool, Barge Owner’s Manager Jan 81 
atll Off Rec, 35, Victoria et, Liverpool 

Gaimece, Henry Jony Sxow ira, K kley, South Lowes- 
toft Hricklayer Jan 28 at 12 Off Kic, 8, King st, 
Norwich 

Hawnisox, Joww Wiittam, Darlington, Labourer Jan 31 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmb s, Al ert rd, Middies- 
brough 

Lever, Josern, Bolton, Fruiterer 
Exchange st, Bolton 


Jan 30 at 3 19, 


Litrie, Axprjew Aatace, Compton, Winchester Jan 28 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Losevey, M, Napier av, Huriinghsm Jan3latl Bank- 


ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Lucas, Eavc Cran es, Havant, Hants Jan 31 at 3 Off 
Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Lus@omuse, Jouxs Epwis, Kingsteignton, Devon, Haulier 
Jan 3latil1 30 Off Rec. 9, Bedford circus, Exeer 

Lycett, Forngs1, Water ln, Company Director Jan 30 at 
11 Bankruprtev bldgs ( arey st 

Mace, Jous, swanley, Kent, Fruit Grower Jan 30 at 2 
116, High st, Rochester 

Maw, Heaseet, Brixton rd Jan 30 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Mitstavae, Ricuasp, Leeds, Physician and Surgeon Jan 
30 at 11 Off Ree, 24, B nd st, Leeds 

Pee., Sypwey, Heckmondwike, Rag Me:chant Jan 30 a4 
11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 








24, 


FUND, LIMITED, 


MOORGATE STEHEIBT, LONYPDownm, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1880. 





THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


wm.o. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LI@GCENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 4ppeais to Quarter -essions have beer conductea under the 
direction ara supervision of the Corporation, 


X | 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent 


On application. 
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Powszut & Co, EJ, Watling st, Warehouseman Feb 1 at 
11 Bankru bldgs, Carey st 

Srarroap, Tou, Abertillery, Mon, Labourer Jan 28 at 11 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial! st, Newport, Mon 

Sricetawp, Jesse, aren Southampton, Farmer Jan 
$1 _ 12.30 Off Reo, City chmbes, Cstherine st, Salis- 


Srozry, , — Aws, Norton on Tees, Durham, iinet ms 
Jan 31 at 11.45 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, ‘Albert rd 
Middlesbrough 

Warren, Aisene, Guildford, Tobacconist Jan 31 at 12 

ork rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Wearnem, Hanoto ©, Lessar av, Clapham Common, 
Motor Car Dealer Jan 30at 11.30 132, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge rd 

Wooosovss, Jour Bopear, Keyingbam, York,Grocer Jan 
‘: 11 Off Reo, York City Baok chmbrs, Lowgate, 


Youre, Wittiam Hewny, Porth, Giam, Colliery Hitcher 
Feb 1 at 11.15 8t Catherine chmbrs, 8t Catherine st, 


Pont 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Beavtss, Aatuun Hasay, Sydenham, Kent, Physician 
Greenwich Pet Jani? Ord Jan 17 
Beaapsemoas, Davin, Kingswinford, Stafford, ee 


master Stourbridge Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 1 

om, 7 Tuomas Paeren, Hattield Browd Oak, 22 Grocer 

‘and Draper Chelmsford Pet Dec8 Ord Jan 13 

womas Atrarp Hewey, —_ Commission 
Agent Bristol Pet Jan 18 Ord Jani 

Beary, Eowann, Woking, Timber Merchant Guildford 
Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 

Baay, Heaneat Evwaanv, Nightingale pl, Woolwich, 
Furniture Dealer Greenwich Pet Nov 22 Ord 


Jan 17 
Carratt, Eato, Sheffield, Fruit Salesman Sheffield Pet 

Dec 20 
High Court Pet July 1 


Beviawy, 


Ord Jan 16 
Civrrersvck, C B, Portland pl 
Jan i7 

Cocxentos, Avrazsp Witttsm, Fulbourn, Cambs, Commise- 
Agent Cambridge Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 

Dace, Henny James, New Oxford st, Electrician High 
Court Pet Jani6 Ord Jan 16 

Davis, Hosace James, Bargoed, : Builder Merthyr 
Tydfil 8 


Pet Jani6 Ord Jan 1 
Durry, Jouw, Liverpool, Barge Owner’s Manager Liver- 
pool Pet Dec2i Ord Jaa 16 


Eouuwps, Tuomas Cuantes, Aberbargoed, Mon, Collier 
Tredegar Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Exrsov, Exvsas Sraviov, Beresford st, Camberwell, Tobacco 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Dec5 Ord Jan 14 

Gauss, Scatioma Hinsca, Leadenhall st, Timter Im- 

High Court Pet Sept 10 Ord Jan 14 

Gauypry, Josera, Hazelgrove, Cheshire, Coal 
Stockport Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Jonzs, Heway, Amlwch, Anglesey, Licensed Victualler 
Bangor Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Kiso, Wittiam, Smethwick, Stafford, Haulier West 
Bromwich Pet Janié6é Ord Jan 16 

Laawen, Eowaap, Stokenchurch, Bucks, Wood Turner 
Aylesbury Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Lever. Josern, Bolton, Fruiterer Bolton Pet Jan 16 
Ord Jan 16 

Luscomne, Jouw Eowis, Kingsteignton, Devon, Haulier 
Exeter Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Mixes, Hexny Mowraccer, Liverpool, Cork Merchant 
Liverpool Pet Dec6 Ord Jan 16 

Monoay. Storey, Christian Malford, Wilts, Haulier Bath 
Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Otpristp, Beavaxp James, Malton, Yorks, 
boro Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 


Dealer 


Pairs, 
Pembroke Dock PetJan17 Ord 

Rasy, Sauvet Swet., Bodmin, Cornwall, 
Truro Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 


Jan 17 


Retired Farmer 





Joiner Scar- 
1u1aM, Haroldston West, Pembroke, Farmer | 


Ricuaaps, Jouw Jaues, Shaonon grove, Brixton, Builder | 


High Court Pet Nov22 Ord Jan 18 
Bares, Joux, Walpole st, Chelsea High Court Pet Sept 


2 Pet Jan 12 

Burra, Tuomas, Wolvey, Warwick Swindon Pet Jan 17 
Ord Jan 17 

Bricktanp, Jessen, Ringwood, Southampton, Farmer 
Salisbury Pet Jan 17 Ond Jan17 

Srocxmits, Jaues Witttam Josern, Great Grimsby, 


Great Grimeby Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 
Broney, Tucutmsow Axx, Norton on Tees, Durham, Inn- 
k Stockton on Tees Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 
Taoswter, Boon Ricuaaps, Worcester Worcester Pet 

Dec 2 


Ord Jan 16 
Wisnaet, Witttam Gustav, Mirfield, York, Coal Miner 


bury Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 


Dews' 
NOW RBADY. PRICE Is. NET. 
By post 1s, 2d, 


“Truth” 
Cautionary 
List, 1911. 


A Handbook of up-to-date 
Information on all forms 
of Trickery and Imposture. 


SHOULD BE IN EVERY LAWYER'S OFFICE. 


‘* Truth ” Office, Carteret Street, London, S. W.; 
Simpkin, Marshall & Co., and of all ilway 
Bookstalls and Newsagents, 


Builder 














LIFE 


INTERESTS 





| REVERSIONS 





(Absolute or Contingent) 
PURCHASED. 
Good prices given for approved Securities. 


LOANS GRANTED 








Upon Security ot Life Interests, Reversions, &c. 


MORTGAGES 





Proposal Forms 


applioation. 





Upon first-class properties considered. 





BUSINESS CARRIED THROUGH WITHOUT DELAY. 


STAR LIFE ASSURANCE 


on SOCIETY, 
32, Moorgate Street, E.C. y 
J. DOUGLAS WATSON, ¥.1.4., Manager and Actuary. | 








Assets : 
£6,500,000 


SS SS 








Vea, Joux Rosert, Keyingham, York, Grocer 
Kingston upon Hu)! PetJan 16 Ord Jan 16 
Youso, Wittiam Hexar, Porth, Glam, Colliery Hitcher 
Pontypridd Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 
Londen Gazette.—TURSDAY, Jan. 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ARMSTRONG, NICHOLAS, Gosforth, Cartman 
upon Tyne Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 
BaNK,HENRY NICHOLAS, Port Dinorwic,Carnarvon, Watch- 
maker Bangor Pet Jan20 Ord Jan 20 


Newcastle 


BARNES, LAWRENCE, Helmshore, Lancaster, Farmer 
Blackburn Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 18 
BATHGATE, THOMAS, Goudhurst, Kent, Farm Bailiff 


Hastings Pet Jaa 19 Ord Jan 19 

BLACK Davin. Upton In, Forest Gate, Stationer 
Court Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

BROWN, CHARLES ADDISON, Harrogate, Commission Agent 
York Pet Jan20 Ord Jan 2) 

BucK. FRANCIS, Sunny gins, Hendon, Builder Barnet 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Jan 19 

CANNELL, Jonny, Aigbarth, Liverpool, Telegraphist Liver- 
pool Pet Jan2i Ord Jan 21 

CoLe, BENJAMIN, Ton Pentre, Glam, Builder Pontypridd 
Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 

DopsWorRTH, JoHN HENRY EDWARD, Thornaby on Tees, 
Restaurant Keeper Stockton on Tees Pet Jan 19 
Ord Jan 19 

Drew, Joun, Modbury, Devon, Pensioner 
Jan 20 Ord Jan 2 

DUNN, JosEPH HeNky, Southsea, Managyr Portsmouth 
Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

EVANS, THOMAS GRIFFITHS, Pentre, Lianfechan, Mont- 
gomery, Farmer Newtown Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 

Farrer, W E, Cannon st High Court Pet Dec 20 Ord 
Jan 20 

FoLBie6, Jonny, Wilden, Beds, Farmer 
21 Ord Jan 21 

FROHWEIN, Isipor, Alderagate st, Manufacturer's Agent 
High Court Pet Dee i7 Ord Jan 20 

GARDNER, CLEMENT, Myddelton sq, Clerkenwell High 
Court Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 20 

GILBEY, WILFRED HOLLAND, Norfolk st, Strand High 
Court Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 20 

Goopsos, Jom, Vauxhall Bridge rd, Gas Burner Maker 

igh Court Pet Dec 30 Jan 2 

Grice, WILLI4M, Spexhall, Suffolk, Licen-ed Victuvler 
Great Yarmouth Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 

Hatnes, JOHN CHARLES SHAW, Port:«mouth, 

Furnisher Portemouth Pet Jan 19 


High 


Plymouth Pet 


Bedford Pet Jan 


Ord Jan 19 





House | 


HARRISON, EDWARD, Beadon rd, Hammersmith, Tailor | 


High Court Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 20 
Hepors, WALTER, Fareham, Hants, Market 
Portsmouth Pet Jan 18 ‘Ord Jan 18 
, WILLIAM James, Cambridge, Coal 
Cambridge PetJani9 Ord Jan 19 
Jones, JOHN RICHARD, Bangor, Grocer 
Jan 14 Ord Jan 20 

LANGNER, JULIAN, London Wall bidgs, Land Agent High 
Court Pet Dec 2 zo 18 

LEEMANN, LUDWIG, hall st, Merchant High Court 
Pet Mar10 Ord Jan 19 

Marcvuson, Lewis, Leeds General Dealer Leeds Pet Jan 
21 Ord Jan 21 

NICHOLSON. JOHN ABRAHAM, Worksop, Nottingham. 
Wheelwright Lincoln Pet Jan2) Ord Jan 2 

Nickson, WILLIAM, jun, cae Builder Warrington 
Pet Jani9 Ord Jan 1 

Parse, JOHN wmaee, Barrage, een, Carpenter 
Leicester 


Gardener 
Merchant 


Bangor Pet 


Pet Jan19 Ord J 
PLEASANOS, WALTER, Wisbe th, Cambridge, Cattle Dealer 
K'ng’s Lynn Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 
PLUMB, WILLIAM GroRG#, Norwich, ‘Builder Norwich 
Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 


| 





SALTER, ToM CHARLES, Gt Ormond yd, Bloomsbury High 
Court Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 19 

SMITH, JoHN, St Leonards on Sea, Chemist Hastings 
Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 

SPEARE, JOHN _—-¥ Swindon, Grocer 
Jao5 Ord Jan 2 

THOURAULT, Crema, Bolingbroke rd, West Kensington, 
—— Secretary High Court Pet Jan 20 Ord 


Jan 
Tunes 4 Co, A W, Bradford av, Redcross st, General 


Swindon Pet 


Merchants High Curt Pet Dec 21 Ord Jan 19 
WATTS, SAMUEL, Modbury, Devon, Tailor Plymouth 
Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 


WHELBAND, ALBERT SIDNEY, Louth, Dealer in Wall 
Papers (Cireat Grimsby Pet Jan 3 Ord Jan 19 
Woop, WILLIAM GsorGe, Coleshill, Warwick, Tailor 

Birmingham Pet Jan 2) Ord Jan 20 
WRiGaT, LEONARD PaHILLIPSON, Great Grimsby. Fish 
Merchant Great Grimsby Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 


Amended notice substit uted for that ae in the 
London Gazette of Jan 6 
HoLT, CYRIL Gorvow, Manchester, Shipping Merchant 
Manchester Pet Dec 21 Ord Jan 4 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Ga: of Jau 13: 


PEARCE, ALFRED, Gosport, Hants, ars Stoker 
Portsmouth Pet Janll Ord Jan 1 
Amended notice substituted for those pubitabed in the 
London Gazette of Jan 1 
NEAMFE, HAROLD BENNETT, aye =~ 5 Park Strawberry 
Hill Brentfora Pet Nov 4 Ord Jan 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ARMSTRONG, NicHoLas, Gosforth, Cartman Feb 1 at 11 
Off Rec, 33, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
BARNES, LAWRENCE, Helmshore, Lancaster, Farmer Feb 
1 at 11.30 County Court House, Blackburn 
BEARDSMORE, DAVID, Kingswinford, Stafford Feb 1 at 12 
Off Ree, 1, Priory st, Dudley 


BELLAMY, THOMAS ALFRED HENRY, Bristol, Commission 
wed Feb 1 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Kristo 


BLACK, DAVID, Upton In, Forest Gate, Stationer Feb 3 


at t2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
BLOOMFIELD, ae ie Little Dunham, Norfolk, Farmer 
Feb 4 at 12 Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


Brown, CHARLES ADDISON, Harrogate, Commission Ageut 

¥en 2 2at 3 Off Rec, The Rea House, Dancombe pl, 
ork 

CAT. ELL, Eric, Sheffield, fruit Salesman Feb2ati2 Off 
Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

COCKERTON, ALFRED WILLIAM, Fulbourn, Cambridge, 
Commission Agent Feblati2 Off Kec, 56, Petty Cury, 
Cambridge 

Cosby, ERNEST BANES, Kenley, Surrey Feb 8 at 11.30 
182, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

EpWaAgps, F T, Merton, Surrey Feblat 12 132, York 
rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

EVANS, Owen, Liandrillo, | ong Grocer Feb1 at 2 
Ower Glyndwr Hotel, Co’ 

oar W E, Cannon st Febé eal at ll Bankruptcy bidgs, 

ot 


arey ® 
a, GrorGE HENRY, Portsmouth, Pawnhroker Feb 
Off Rec, Cambridge artdge june, High st, Portemouth 
vacswes?, ISIDOR, te st, Manufacturers’ Agent 
Feb 3 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st nee 
eb2 a 


ere | CLEMENT, Myddel aq, C ell 
euser, WILFRED HOLLAND, Norfo: ist, Strand Feb 2 at 


y bidzs, Carey 
1 Bankruptey bi Cc st 
Goopsos, JOHN, Tauatalt rd, 1 Burner Maker 





Feb 1 atl ‘Bankru bidgs, Carey 
HARRISON, EDWARD, 9 en Tailor 
Feb 2 at 12 Bankraptey bldgs, Carey st 





PA 





i io 
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LONDON COUNTY s WESTMINSTER BANK 


(ESTABLISHED IN 1836). LIMITED, 





CAPITAL £14,000,000, IN 700,000 SHARES OF £20 EACH. 
PAID-UP CAPITAL - -  £3,500,000. ~ | RESERVE FUND . - £4,050,000. 


The Rt. Hon. The Viscount GoscnEn, Chairman. WALTER LraF, FsQ., Deputy-Ci airman, 


Joint Managers. 
: : 138 ie ( ciea’ 
ALFRED MAYO HAWTHORN (Head Offce). | et ee Agencies’, 
Joint Secretaries. 
AUSTIN ARROW KEMPE. ! GEOFFREY PAGET. 


HEAD OFFICE - - 41, LOTHBURY. E.C. 
LOMBARD STREET OFFICE - 21, LOMBARD S&T., E.C. 


WEST END OFFICE - - 1, 8ST. JAMES'S SQUARE, 8.W 
FOREIGN BRANCH : : - 82, CORNHILL, E.C 


BALANCE SHEET, 3ist DECEMBER, 1910. 


LIABILITIES. ASSETS, 
e 2a. | CAS 2 ad &£ «a 


CA 
In hand and at Bank 
of England and 

















CaPIraAL—Subscribed .. £14,000,000 





| 
— | 
2 other Banks 11,054,781 11 0 
700,000 Shares of £20 each, £5 paid . 3,500,000 0 0| Pe ‘\p-~oe 
RESERVE re .. 4,050,000 0 0) Notice os «= we SRMNRETE 2 C 
—_— —— 24,443,453 12 4 | 
2 * . } 
CURRENT AND DEPOSIT Aocou NTS «. 76,516,534 5 4 BILLS DISCOUNTED .. w 14,210,138 15 11 | 
CIRCULAR Norrs, LETTFRS OF CREDIT, INVESTMENTS— | 
COMMISSION LOANS, AND OTHER Ac- Consols (of which | 
COUNTS, ey ‘Provision for con- £1,352,000 is lodged | 
tingencies .. ee ee 1,571,992 0 11 for Public Accounts), | 
, and other Securities | 
ACCEPTANCES FOR Cussonmns 5,164,539 2 2 of, or guaranteed by, 
LIABILITY BY enemas nego- the British Govern- 
tiated for Customers) .. 14,456 3 9 ment . -» 6,347,041 8 8 
Cortingent Liabtlity on Indian " Government 
Endorsements pa £49,241 Stock, and Indian 
——- Government Guar- 
A N BILLS not du oe . x anteed Railway 
wapeae.¢ wi x ms 1 6 Stocks and Deben- 
PROFIT AND Loss BALANCE, as below 506,229 1 10 tures 1,511,595 12 2 





| Colonial Government 
| Securities, British 
Corporation Stocks, 
and British Railway 
Debenture Stocks .. 
Other Investments .. 


1,288,200 6 1 
688,399 18 8 
—— 9,835,237 5 23 


36,143,785 14 0 


ADVANCES TO CUSTOMERS 

AND OTHER ACOOUNTS.. ee 
LIABILITY OF CUSTOMERS 

FOR ACCEPTANCES, as 

per contra 
LIABILITY OF CUSTOMERS 

FOR ENDORSEMENT, as 

| perecontra .. 
| BANK AND OTHER PRE- 
| MISES (at cost, less 
ancunts written off) 
| 
_! 








5,164,539 2 2 





14,45 3 9 


1,574,842 18 8 


£91,386,453 12 0 | £91,386,453 12 0 
a 





| 
| 

_——— 
Dr. PROFIT AND Loss ACCOUNT. Cr. 
di) Rod £0. 
To Interest paid to Customers 715.440 4 3 \. By Balance brought forward } 
from 31st December, 1909 147,787 19 9 


» Salaries and all other Expenses 
cluding Income Tax and Auditors’ om 
Directors’ Remuneration 

»» Rebate on Bills not ag cansted ¢ to hw 

Account om 62,702 18 0 

» Interim Dividend ot 10 - cent. paid 


»» Gross Profit for the year, 


er making provirion 
for E Bad Debvs and Con- 


ing Rebate brought 
forward from 3ist Dec. 


1,159,192 13 2 | 








in August last 350,000 0 0 last -— =a ie ee aiaee @ 
» Investments Aesvunte (Depreciation) 125,000 0 0 
» Bank Premises Account ... : 530,000 0 0) 
» Further Dividend of 10 per cent., pay- 
able Ist February next (making 20 
per cent. for the year) £890,000 0 } 
» Balance carried forward 156,229 ; 10 } 
— 506,229 1105 | 


£2,968,564 17 3 | £2,968,564 17 3 





. M. HAWTHORN, 
ts. RUSSELL, 
¥. W. HOWRT?, 
T. J. CARPENTER, Chi ccoun: 
AUDITORS’ REPORT. ief Accouniont. 


We have examined the above Bal Sh 

sod the Cari ea Returns received oe en ee it with the Books at Lothbury and Lombard Street 

erified the Casn in hand at Lothbury and Lombard Street and at the Bank of England and the Bills 

Invent a -“ X --sy the Securities held against Money at Call and Short Notice, and those representing the 

e have obtai.ed all the information and explanations we have required, and in our o7 
pinion the Balance Sheet 
properly ar a up so as to exhibit a true and correct view of the state of the Company's affairs according to the 
our information and the explanations given to us, and as shown the Books of the ore, 

oh 


Lowbow, 17th January, 19. G. B SENDELL, FCA. 


GOSCHEN, 
WALTER LEA 


F, P 
ERIC BARRINGTON "\ Joint 


J Managers. 


} Directors, 


Auditors. 


Joycr, ANTHONY, Bretherton, nr Preston, Waste Mer- 
chant Feb 1'at 11 County Court House, Blackburn 

KENEALY, NOEL Byron, Watford, Company Director 
Feb 2at3 14, Bedford row 

LANGNER, JULIAN, London Wall bldgs, Land Agent Feb 
lat ll Bankru; y bidgs, Carey st 

LARNER, EDWARD, Stokenchurch, Bucks, Wood Turner 
Feb 1 at 12 Nol, St Aldates, Oxford 

LEHMANN, LUDWIG Basinghall st, _—— Feb 1 at 
12.80 "Bankrup y bidgs, Carey st 

LevY, HENRY, Manchester, Jeweller Feblat3 Off Rec, 
Byrem st, Manchester 

MoRGAN, SIDNEY, Christian Malford, Wilts, Haulier Feb 
1 at 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

NEAME, HAROLD BENNETT, Waldegrave Park, Strawberry 
hill Feb2ati2 14, Bedford row 

NICHOLSON, JOHN ABRAHAM, Retford, Innkeeper Feb 8 at 
12.30 oft Rec, 10, Bank’ st Lincoin 

OLDPIELD, BERNARD JAMES, alton, Yorks, Joiner Feb3 
at 4 Off Rec, 48, West borongh, Scarborough 

PAYNE, JOHN WILLIAM, Burbage, Leicester, Carpenter 
Feblat3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

PHILPIN, WILLIAM, Haroldston West, Pembroke, Farmer 
Feb 3 at 11.45 Temperance Hal', Pembroke Dock 

SALTER, TOM CHARLES, Westbury - Wood Green Feb 1 
at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

SmiTH, JoHN THOMAS, Leicester, Cabinet Maker Fi b1 at 
lz Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

SMITH, THOMAS, Wolvey, Warwick Feblat 3 Off Ree, 

t cireus, Bwindon 


| 
SPRARE, OHN HENRY, Swindon, Grocer Feb 1 at 3.30 


Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

STOCKHILL, JAMES WILLIAM JOSEPH, Great Grimsby, 
Builder Feb 1 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, 
Great Grimsby 

THOURAULT, CYRILLR, Bolingbroke rd, West Kensington, 
Private Secretary Feb 2 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

TuRnNER & Co, A W, Bradford av, Redcross st, General 
Merchants FebSatil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey at 

Waae, HENRY ALFRED, Merton Hall rd, Wimbledon, 
Licensed Victualler Feb 1 at 11.30 182, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge rd 

WISHART, WILLIAM Gustav, Mirfield, Coal Miner Feb 
2 at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

WoopBuRN, JosEPH GrorGE, Wells, Somerset, Builder 
Feb 1 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

AMBLER, MINNIE, Reigate, Schoolmistress Croydon Pet 
dan6 Ord Jan 19 

ARMSTRONG, NICHOLAS, Gosforth, Northumberland, Cart- 
man Newcastle on Tyne Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 

BANK, HENRY NICHOLAS, Portdinorwic, ~~ he n, Watch- 
maker Bangor Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 2 

BARNES, LAWRENCE, Ilelmshore, Lancs, Former Black- 
burn Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

BARNETT, JOHN WILLIAM, Burslem, —— Flectrical 
Engineer Hanley Pet Jan4 Ora Jar 

BATHGAT#, THOMAS, Goudhurst, Kent, Dare Dailift Hast- 
ings Pet Janiy Ord Jan 19 

BLACK, DAVID, Upton In, Forest Gate, Stationer H'gh 
Court Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

BLOMFIELD, MILFS, Little Dunham, Norfolk, Farmer 
King's Lynn Pet Jan? Ord Jan 19 

Brows, CHARLES ADDISON, 7° mn Commission Agent 
York PetJan 20 Ord Jan 20 

CANNELL, JOHN, Aigburth, Liverpool, Telegraphist 
Liverpool Pet Jan*2i Ord Jan 21 

COLB, BENJAMIN, Ton Pentre, Glam, Builder Pontypridd 
Pet Jan21 Ord Jan 21 

DopS WORTH, JOHN HENRY Epwakp, Thornaby on Tees, 
Restaurant Keeper Stockton on Tees Pet Jan 19 
Ord Jen 19 

DREW, JOHN, Modbury, Devon, Pensioner Plymouth Pet 
Jan 20 Ord Jn 20 

DuNS, JoserH HENRY, Southsea, Hants, Manager Ports- 
mouth Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

Epwarps, F T, Colliers Wood, Merton, Surrey Croydon 
Pet Dec 9 Ord Jan 23 - 

HAInes, JOHN CHARLES SHAW, Portemouth, House Fur 
nisher Portsmouth Pet Jan 1¥ Ord Jan 19 


| Hepers, WALTER, Fareham, Han's, Market Gardener 


Portemouth Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 19 

HOLT, CYRIL GORDON, Manchester, Shipping Merchant 
Manchester Pet Dec21 Ord Jan 20 

HvuaueEs, GROFPREY, Manchester, Dental Surgeon Man- 
chester Pet Dec7 Ord Jan 19 

HURLEY, ALEXANDER, Hampstead, Music Hall Artist 
High Court Pet Nov10 Ord Jan 20 

ISAAC, WILFRED LEON, Mount st High Court Pet Aug $1 
Ord Jan 20 

JACKSON, WILLIAM JAMES, Cambridge, Coal Merchant 
Cambridge. Pet Jan 19 ' Ord Jan 19 

KENEALY, NoeL Byron, Watford, Company Director St 
Albans Pet Dec 30 ' Ord Jen 20 

LEHMANN, LUDWIG, Basinghall st, Merchant High Court 
Pet Mar 10 Ord Jan 21 

Levy, HENRY, Manchester, Jeweller Manchester Pet 
Dee 23 Ord Jan 20 

MARCUSON, LEWIS, Leeds, General Dealer Leeda Pet Jan 
21 Ord Jan 21 

NICHOLSON, JOHN ABRAHAM, Worksop, Nottingham, 
Wheelwright Lincoln Pet Jan20 rd Jan 20 

NicKsoN, WILLIAM, jun, Runcorn, Chester, Builder 
Warrington Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 

PAYNE, JOHN WILLIAM, Burbage, — ester, Carpenter 
Leicester Pet Jan10 Ord Jani 

a WALTER, Wisbech, 4 Cattle Dealer 
Kirvg’s Lynn Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 

PLUMB, WILLIAM GEORGE, Norwich, Builder Norwich 
Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 

Popp, JacoB IvanovitcH, High Wycombe, Bucks, 

obacconist Aylesbury Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 21 

PRESTON, WILLIAM LYLE, Ystradgynlais, Brecon, Builder 
Neath Pet Jan 2 Ord Jan 20 

QUIGLEY, RoBERT <~~y Moorgate st High Ccurt 
Pet Nov 8 Ord Jan 1 
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Rwoves, WILLIAM, Weat Hen lon, Middlesex, Dairyman 
Barnet Pet Oct 2% Ord Jan 19 
SMITH, Jous, St Leonards on S-a 
Pet Jan 19 Ori Jan 19 
SuTTos, Grorage ARTHUR, Herbert rd, Stockwell, Car 
penter High Court Pet Dec 8 Ord Jan 20 
THOURAULT, CYRILLE, Bolingbroke r', West Kensington 
Private Secretary HighCourt Pet Jan20 Ord Jan 20 
Wace, HENRY ALFRED, Merton Hall rd, Wimbledon 
Licensed Victualler Croydon Pet Dec 6 Ord 
Jan 23 
Watts, 
Pet Jan 20 
WHELBAND, ALBERT 
Papers (Great Grimsby 
Woop, WILLIAM GroroR, Coleshill, Warwick, 
Birmingham Pet Jan‘:0 Ord Jan 2 
Wrigut, LEONARD PHILLIPSON, Great Grimsby, Fish Mer 
chant Great Grimsby Pet Jan20 Ord Jan % 


Chemist 


Modbury, Devon, Tai'or Plymouth 
Ord Jan 20 
“YoEERY, Louth, 


Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 20 


Dealer in Wall 


Tailor 





MERCANTILE Firm offers Private 
tL Offices with good address, rent free, to a Solicitor 
with small practice in exchange for legal assi+tance ; 
might suit an experienced managing clerk desiring to 
establish a practice; answers treated in strictest confi 
dence. — Address, Aoventizes, care of Watson's, 6, 
Bouverie-street, EC. 


YOUNG Admitted Assistant Solicitor 
i is Wanted immediately for a firm of sol.citor- 
in Hon@ Kong; must be a thorough gentleman in every 
way. of good family, manners and address ; accustomed 
to good society and plenty of “go”; an honours man 
who bas had « year or two <f practice after qualifying 
and some experience of and a liking for advocacy pre- 
ferred; the firm ha a large geveral business, with severe! 
astistant solicitors; the ultimate prospecte are very good 
for @ suitable man; fist agreement offered wo ld be for 
five years, with asalary starting at about £285 a year.- 
Apply in firet instance, by letter, with foll particulars 
and pectoavaph, to D. L. & D., care cf Mesars. Caurch, 
Adams, «& Prior, 11, Bedford Row, W.C. 
PrREBHOLD GROUND-RENTS Wanted 

for £3,500; secured on small yearly property, 


London or suburbs.—Owners or their solicitors please 
address Gro. Bex & Co., 73, Moorgate-street, E.C. 








Hastings | 





NATIONAL 
ORPHAN HOME, 


HAM COMMON, SURREY. 
Patrons: H.M. THE KING, H.R.H. the Duchess of 
Albany and H.R.H. Princess Christian. 

Pr wsident: 

His GRACE THE DUKE OF PORTLAND, K.G. 
Chairman : 

Sin THomMas SKEweES Cox, J.P. 
FOUNDED 1849. 

For Orphan Girls, who are received without 
distinction of religion, and trained for domestic 


service. 
LEGACIES 
DONATIONS AND SUBSCRIPTIONS ARE MUCH NEEDED. 


Bankers: Lloyds Bank, 16, St. James’ Street, 8. W. 
Secretary : The Orphanage, Ham Common Surrey, 


(HOMES FOR LITTLE BOYS, ) 


Farningham and Swaniey, Kent. 


AN APPEAL TO ALL LOVERS OF 
LITTLE CHILDREwW. 

Nearly 500 Lade are now being sheltered in the 
Christian care of the Homes, educated and taught 
the rudiments of a useful trade tecfore they set 
out to fight life's battle 

We earnestly plead for contributions, smal! or 
great, \o wipe off the defloit of more than £3,500 
which still remains, 

An Annual -ubscriber of £1 1s. is entitled to four 
votes at each Election. A Donation of £5 5s. consti- 
tutes life governorship. 

Legacies earnestly solicited. 
EDMUND 3. HANBURY, Esy., Treasurer. 
J. Dix Lewis, Esq., J.P., Chairman. 
PERCY ROBERTS, Secretary. 
OFFICES : 
100, Temple Chambers, Temple Avenue, LONDON, E.c. 














TO RETUBN NEARLY 10 PE« CENT. 
£4 ~ ( () will Purchase a Freehold Pro- 
,v perty in Clerkenwell let on fall repair- 
ing leaee having 12 years onexpire’ at £450 per annum. 
—Apply, Baovis, Times, & Co., 22, Basing hall-street, E.C. 


PreBEsOLD GKOUND RENTS, Golders 

Green, on good class yearly re-idences ; £120 per 
gsnnum, to pey 4 per cent.; can be civideo.—E. H. 
Wareuma*, 12, Eaton-terrace, 8. John's Wood, London. 


10 NEW COURT.—Two Light Rooms on 
9 Third Floor ; rent £76,— Apply, G. Srasar & Co., 


8, Serle-strect, W.« 
v6 at 3f per cent. available, in 
£30 000 one sum, or will be split up, fir 
Mortgage or Landea Estate or other high-claes Property ; 
incipals cr solicitors only dealt with.—Apply Mesere. 
oapant, Surveyors, 9, Fencturch-street, London 


BOARD, Lodging and Laundry offered to 
Two Sisters, or brother and Sister, or Two Girls, 
between 12 and 16 yours of age, at £2 2s. a week each ; 
may be either English, German, French or Spanish; 
can attend first-claes school in Ipswich with Advertisers’ 
children; English, German and Spanish spoken ; 
country rectory, good family ; exceptional home, musical 
and artistic; pony to ride and drive; od sanitation, 
hot and cold water supply.— Write W. J. B.,c/o Mesars, 
Robbins & Co., 218, Strand, W.C. 


AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 
payment 26 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 
a 


8 per sheet. 
3 per 20 folios, 
2 per folio. 
0 per sheet, 














Abstracts Copied 
Briefs and Drafts 
Deecs Round Hand 
Deeds Abstracted 
Fu)! Copies ; a eee 2 per folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet Draft, 4d, ditto; 
Parchment, ls. 6d, to 3a, 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


Just published, Second Edition, revised and largely 
rewritten. Price 10s. 6d. net. 





THE LAW RELATING 10 THE RECON- 


STRUCTION AND AMALCAMATION OF 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES TOCETHER 
WITH FORMS AND PRECEDENTS. 


By PAUL FREDERICK SIMON*ON,M.A., Barrister-at-Law 
London: Evrixonan Witeon, 54, Threadneedle-street, B.C. 
= Swarr & Maxwet, Lrv.,3, Chancery Lane, W.C. 
ALLOWANCES MADE for the Old Edition 
o Lewin on Truste (lith); Chitty’s 
Statutes (5th complete); Prigdeaux’s Convey- 
ancing (ivth ; Archboid’s Criminai Law 
(23rd); Davideorn’s Conveyancing ()5th); 
Stone's Justices’ Manual (éind), in Part- 
payment for the New Editions. Address :— 


THE KELLY LAW-BOOK COMPANY, LTD., 


67, CAREY STREET, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 











ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 


LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C., 
and UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 


Patroness: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN. 
Presdent: THE EARL UF CHESTERFIELD. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Eag. 


Number of patients weekly, 800. 
Help in Legacies and Donations 
towards the Purchase of Freehold 
would be gratefully acknowledged. 


£7,500 required. 


A Donation of £10 10s. constitutes Life Governorship. 
BSerreture-Runerintendert GEO. A. ARNAUDIN 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 
Pr:vately cr under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Physicians. 
Terms, 2 to 3 Guineas. } mile from Staticn, G.E.R. 
Telephone : P.O. 3, Buntingford. Telegraphic Adcress: 


“RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD.” 
INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSB, LEICESTER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Exceilent 
Legal and Medica: References. For terms and particulars 
| apply Miss RiLEY. or the Principal. ; 
| TELEGRAPHIC AbpRESS: “MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


| Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 


For Terms, &c., apply to 
F. 5. D. HUGG, M.R.C.3., &., 
Medical Superintend 




















lent. 
Telephone : P.O. 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 


SEA ISLAND for INEBRIETY. 
Boating, Billiards, Fishing, Sea-Bathing, &c. 
Illustrated Guide sent free from 
F. N. Caazztwerton, Osea Island Essex, 








} 


| 


FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (incorporated). | A Large 
| 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & Marr, 1689. 
ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS, 
LEV6B SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVE T. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners, 

CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 





93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 





BY AUTHORITY. 


Evcry requisite under the Above Act supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use 


SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and 
printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Staticners, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annval and other Returns Slamped and Filed 
REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS. 


Stock of Second-hand Reports and 
Text-books always on Sale. 


Libraries Valued or Purchased. 
3, Bream’s Buildings, Chancery Lane, E.C. 
j TANTED, Nos. 3, 4, and 6, Vol. 51, 1906 
also No. 2, Vol. 62, 1907, of the Soxrcrross’ 


Jovewat, 6d. will be paid for each copy of the above at 
the Office. 


BRAND’S 
Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 











BRAND & CO., Ltd., Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S.W. 





JUDICATURE FORM CASE. 
24 Divisions, Prices from 34+ 
Miastrated List Free on application. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Lid., 


191 & 192, PLEET STREET, LONDON, E.c, 











